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ABSTRACT
This thesis is an examination of the influence 
of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints in 
Utah politics from 1902 to 1916. It examines the 
principal personalities involved, the issues which 
affected the church and the state, and the manner in 
which those problems were resolved.
By virtue of his position as president of the 
church, which included his acceptance by the members
as Prophet, Seer, and Revelator, Joseph F. Smith foundi
a unique opportunity to influence political events.
The Democrats, who had won control of the legislature 
in 139$, had split over a choice of candidates for 
United States Senator, and the resultant wounds were 
so deep that the party was not only unable to make a 
choice, but had effectively destroyed its own politi­
cal power.
Joseph F. Smith moved into the vacuum thus cre­
ated. His chief lieutenant was Apostle Reed Smoot, 
who with Smith’s ringing endorsement, went to the Uni­
ted States Senate in 1903 to begin a career which 
lasted thirty years. Smoot also organized and directed 
the activities of the Republican party through the 
loosely-knit organization which became known by the
iv
titles bestowed on it by its foes— "The Federal Bunch" 
and "The Smoot Gang." The third man who helped lead 
Utah during this period was William Spry, who served 
as governor of Utah from 1903 to 1916.
Smoot and Spry were capable politicians, but 
they always deferred to the ultimate authority of 
Joseph F. Smith. Both had substantial followings, but 
neither dared oppose Smith, and Spry ended both his 
own career and Republican domination of Utah when he 
opposed Smith on the prohibition issue. Spry retired 
from office and Smoot lost his command of state politics 
as a result of this schism, but Smith continued to dom­
inate Utah politics as the leader of the dominant 
church.
The principal issue of the day was simply put: 
"Who will control Utah?" With over 80% of the state's 
residents members of the Mormon Church, it was clear 
that no other group could, with only their own strength, 
mount an effective challenge at the polls. In terri­
torial days, anti-Mormons had been able to use the 
polygamy issue to keep the Mormons on the defensive 
and gain political power for themselves. After state­
hood, when it became evident that many Mormons had not 
really abandoned plural marriage, the issue was again 
raised, and with the very real threat of possible 
punitive legislation pending, attempted to blackmail
v
their way into control of the state.
Smith apparently felt the time had come to 
stand up to the enemies of the church. Feeling that 
the church should not submit, his obvious intention was 
to use his influence and the political power of the 
church to protect its rights and interests. It was not 
until Smith finally acted to curb the practice of 
plural marriage in the church that he was able to dis­
arm the anti-Mormon elements and exercise the complete 
political control his position permitted without the 
danger of repressive legislation— a possibility which 
was very real until he finally put the stamp of dis- 
aoproval on the custom which threatened church control 
of politics in Utah.
With the church at last publicly committed to 
act against those members who continued to contract 
plural marriages, it was no longer necessary for the 
church to control either party. When Spry’s revolt 
over the prohibition issue resulted in a Democratic 
victory in 1916, Smith had already discovered that he 
could control Utah politics by exerting influence over 
Mormon officials and legislators, and that he need not 
be concerned with their party in order to effectively 
dominate political affairs in Utah.
vi
I. INTRODUCTION
Vi/hen a Palmyra, New York; farm boy, Joseph Smith, 
Jr., announced in the 1S201s that he had had visions 
and that he had been chosen to re-establish the true 
church of Jesus Christ on this earth, he began to ex­
perience the disbelief, antagonism, and persecution 
which followed him to his death in an Illinois jail 
at the hands of a mob in 1&44. At his death many 
assumed that the church he had founded would fall 
apart, but it continued to grow in strength as did 
antagonism to the church.
Many religious movements had been started be­
fore this time, and many have followed, but it would be 
difficult to find one in recent times whose history 
parallels the prolonged bitter struggle experienced 
by the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints.
The principal motives of the persecutors and 
antagonists of the Mormons can be placed in six general 
categories. They are:
1. Bigotry— an unreasoning hatred of the 
Mormons because of their different beliefs and the 
unusual claimed origins of those beliefs.
2. Fear of the economic power, present and 
potential, which might be exerted by a united Mormon
the church in 1&30, bigotry must have been the prin­
cipal factor in the troubles visited upon the Mormons 
by their neighbors,, While the Mormons were few in 
numbers, they had no wealth of consequence. Some 
sought to find the golden plates from which Joseph 
claimed to have translated the Book of Mormon, but few 
other than his followers really believed in their ex­
istence. Being a small group, they had little politi­
cal influence, yet their neighbors in New York and
Pennsylvania made their lives so uncomfortable that
2they moved to Ohio.
Here again, they became the target of persecution 
at the hands of their neighbors. As missionaries of 
the new faith went forth and converts began to come to 
its center, a new element of fear entered into the 
situation— that of Mormon power in the political area.
As antagonism to his movement increased, Joseph Smith, 
anticipating trouble, moved his group to Missouri, then 
the western frontier of the United States. There the 
Mormons bought land, established a newspaper and busi­
nesses, and began cultivating farms. Growing in 
strength, they sent out increasing numbers of mission­
aries, including in their efforts Indian tribes which
2The Doctrine and Covenants of the Church of 
Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints (Salt Lake City: The 
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints, 1957)* 
Section 33.
had recently been driven across the Mississippi onto 
lands not yet coveted by the white man, They had in­
cluded in their early proselyting the free Negroes in 
Ohio. Several had been converted and had come with
3the Mormons to Missouri*
Thus, there were present, in the early 1330’s, 
all but one of the six factors which explain the per­
secution of the Latter-day Saints, Bigotry was certain­
ly present, and ministers of "Christian” churches were 
among the mobs which preyed on the newcomers,^ Fear 
of economic and political power raoidly became an act­
uality as more and more converts came to the new ,rZion0n 
Teaching and conversion of the Indians led to the gen­
uine but unfounded fear that the Mormons with the aid 
of the Indians planned to drive the white inhabitants 
out of Missouri and take over the state. Many slave­
holders saw a threat to slavery in the efforts of the 
Mormons to convert free Negroes to their gospel.^
Again the Mormons moved, buying land in Southern 
Illinois, where their rapid growth soon brought their 
neighbors into conflict with them. Encouraged to settle
3Parley P. Pratt, History of the Persecution of 
the Saints (Nauvoo, Illinois: The Church of Jesus 
Christ of Latter-day Saints, 1&39), PP» 26-29»
^Roberts, Comprehensive History of the Church,
I, 324.
5Ibid., p. 327o
in the beginning, the Mormons built the city of Nauvoo 
into Illinois’ largest city, and caused that state to 
soon regret their granting of an extremely liberal 
city charter. Within its virtual autonomy, the Mormons 
formed the Nauvoo Legion, headed by Lieutenant-General 
Joseph Smith, which became second only in size to the 
United States Army. As the Mormons reclaimed their 
swampy lands beside the Mississippi River, <and their 
numbers rapidly grew, they became a potential politi­
cal threat. Here they faced a dilemma: if they fav­
ored one group, they surely would incur the wrath of 
the others; as a consequence, the one they had sup­
ported fearing the loss of their support and resent­
ing their dependence upon the Mormon votes might join 
with others in opposing them. And so it happened—  
after securing the Mormon’s support, Governor Thomas 
Ford turned against them, soliciting the support of 
their enemies to join against the ’’common enemy,” the 
Mormons.^
The story of their ensuing trials and hardships 
is generally well known and documented. Years before
£°Andrew Jenson, Encyclopedic History of the 
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints (Salt Lake 
City: Deseret News Publishing Company, 1941)» p. 562.
^Thomas Ford, History of Illinois: From Its 
Commencement as a State in 1818 to 1847 (New York:'
S. C. Griggs & Company, 1854)> pp. 317-1
the death of their founder, Joseph Smith, the Mormons 
realized that they could have no peace in a land where 
their neighbors feared them. This realization resulted 
in the planning and carrying out of their ultimate 
exodus to the Rocky Mountains and a land where they 
hoped to live apart from the rest of the nation, free 
to practice their religion as they desired*^
In 1343 the Mormons quietly began to practice 
plural marriage in a turning back to the customs of 
the biblical patriarchal o r d e r „ 9  This practice pro­
vided the grounds for the conflict with the United 
States government which forced the Mormons into sub­
mission; thus leading the way to Utah's eventual inte­
gration into the union.
After their arrival in occupied Mexican terri­
tory, the Mormons, with no opposition, formed their own 
government (the State of Deseret), and applied for 
admission as a state. The best they could obtain was 
territorial status, granted as a part of the Omnibus 
Bill of T350, with Brigham Young as the appointed gov­
ernor of the new Utah Territory. Trade with California
^Doctrine and Covenants, Section 132.
^Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints, 
Documentary History of the Church (6 vols.; Salt Lake 
City: By the Church, 194$), V, 423•
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bound immigrants was good, and the Mormons began to 
prosper in a land with no enemies having the power to 
injure or molest themD
When the church announced publicly in 1352 its 
espousal of the doctrine of plural marriage,^ its 
enemies had fresh fuel to feed their animosities,. It 
became a popular national pastime to inveigh against 
the Mormons and their "barbarous" custom, while many 
equated difference and dissent with disloyalty and 
rebellion,, When federal appointed officials tried to 
enforce their authority, the Mormons struck back. The 
territorial Mormon-dominated legislature in 1352 gave 
criminal as well as civil jurisdiction to their pro­
bate courts, so any Mormon accused of a crime could be
't t  i
assured of a sympathetic court to hear his defense, 
and was relieved of the danger of exposure to the at 
times arbitrary and vengeful federal courts of the 
territory. When federal appointees tried to manipu­
late the state to their advantage, they ran up against 
the authority of the church— which the people obeyed—
so that obedience to the orders of federal officials
11often depended upon the acquiesence of the church.
10Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints, 
Semi-Annual Conference Report, Deseret News, .October 
30, 1352, p. 1.
11Utah, Territorial Laws, 1355, Ch. I, sec. 29, 
February 4, 1o52.
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Relations between the Mormons and their federal 
officials steadily deteriorated, climaxed in 1857 by 
the decision of President Buchanan, who was influenced 
by reports from the latter, to send an army of 2,500 
men to Utah to "put down the Mormon rebellion,,tT As the 
army neared Utah in the fall of the year, the Mormons 
took desperate measures to protect themselves. Their 
territorial militia (still named the Nauvoo Legion) 
sent raiding parties which destroyed Mormon-owned Forts 
Bridger and Supply, forcing the army into uncomfortable 
winter quarters on Black*s Fork near Fort Bridger, 
Mormons who had lost homes in Ohio, Missouri, and Ill­
inois now threatened a scorched earth policy, vowing 
that no one would benefit by their labors in Utah, 
During the winter, negotiations between the Mormons 
and the government led to a truce, and in June, 1958, 
the army marched through Salt Lake City and camped
apart from the Mormon settlements, at Camp Floyd,
1 2west of Utah Lake,
Even though President Buchanan had granted 
amnesty to all the "rebellious Mormons," Colonel 
(later General) Albert Sidney Johnston, who commanded 
the army, seemed to feel that his mission was to impose 
military rule on an insurgent people. On one occasion, 
he sent soldiers to surround a Provo courthouse where
8
12Deseret News, July 14» 1&5&, P*
a corrupt judge tried to use the troops to intimidate 
witnesses before the court. The intervention by Gov­
ernor Cumming with federal officials in Washington 
resulted in orders restraining the military. In an­
other instance when the military plotted to arrest 
Brigham Young and impose military rule over the terri­
tory, Cxomming alerted the Nauvoo Legion, which formed 
a bodyguard for Young when he was brought before State 
Supreme Court Justice Kinney, who bound him over to the 
next session of the court and released him on bond, 
placing him under the jurisdiction of the courts, thus 
thwarting the army’s plan. An uneasy truce followed, 
but no more attempts were made to impose military rule 
on the territory.1  ^ With no uprising to suppress, the 
army traded with the Mormons and few serious difficul­
ties were recorded during the remainder of their stay.
The advent of the Civil War posed problems for 
Utah, but the Mormons tried to use it to their advant­
age. Rejecting rebellion and the Southern c a u s e , t h e  
Mormons volunteered service and for a short time were 
permitted to guard the mail, stage, and telegraph lines
1^This co^^nondo^ce between Governor Cumming 
and General Johnston is found in U.S., Congress, House, 
Report of the Secretary of War, H. Ex. Doc. 2, part 2, 
35th Cong., 2nd sess., 1$59 > 11? 114-16.
^William H. Hooper, Letter to George Q. Cannon, 
as quoted in Millenial Star, December 16, i860, p. 1.
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after the withdrawal of the federal troops. However, 
they were soon replaced by three companies of Califor­
nia Volunteers under the command of Colonel Patrick E. 
Connor.
Connor’s announced plan of action during his 
command in Utah was to control the "rebellious and 
traitorous" Mormons by encouraging the immigration ,of 
large numbers of Gentiles to Utah, hopefully to out­
number the Mormons, and thus offset their then numeri­
cal superiority. Hoping to start a mad rush similar 
to the California gold rush of 1849> he encouraged his 
California Volunteers to prospect for gold and silver. 
The results of this project were meager (although in 
later years mining became an important factor in Utah’s 
economy). Its early beginnings lacked the drama and 
spectacular success of its California predecessor. J
c
In December 1861 , Utahns, feeling that the time 
was advantageous and deciding to use the nation’s con­
flict to the^r favor, over the veto of Governor Dawson 
(who served only twenty-seven days), called a consti­
tutional convention, drafted a constitution, elected 
officials, and applied for admission to the union. 
Acting or ^he hope that with the war having $plit the
1 iward W. Tullidge, History of Salt Lake City 
and its inders (Salt Lake City: By the Author, Star 
Printin ompany, 1886), pp. 328-30.
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nation the North would welcome her support, the Utah 
delegates presented their case. Nevada and Nebraska 
received favorable action, but Utah's application 
for statehood was rejected. Congress revealed its 
true feelings by enacting in July, 1362, the Morrill 
Anti-Bigamy Act, first of a series of federal enact­
ments directed against the Mormons and their plural
marriage practices.^
Continuing as a territory, Utah sat out the 
Civil War. Unable to dislodge the Mormons in Utah, 
their enemies used the national press, the pulpit, and 
the Congress of the United States to mount their on­
slaughts against the Latter-day Saints. With a popu­
lation in 1365, of 120,000 Mormons and 23,000 Gentiles, 
apostate Mormons, and ex-Mormons, the leaders of the 
church dictated political policy. Opposition in Utah, 
at first ineffectual, began to come to the surface.
In 1369, the Godbeites (a group of schismatic Mormons) 
founded a weekly newspaper, the Mormon Tribune, soon 
changing its name to the Salt Lake Tribune to more 
accurately reflect its anti-Mormon attitude. Local 
partisan political party development came about as 
the Mormons formed the "People's" party, while the 
opposition in turn countered by founding the "Liberal"
11
V, 7.
^Roberts, Comprehensive History of the Church,
party. (A more accurate description might be Mormon
and Anti-Mormon.)1^
During the next three decades, Utahns tried
repeatedly to achieve statehood only to be regularly
denied. The Liberals feeling that their rights would
be in jeopardy if a Mormon majority were to gain even
more power in open elections continued their campaign
1 $against the Mormons and immediate statehood.
The criminal jursidiction of the probate courts 
was removed under the provisions of the Poland Act, 
passed in 1$74.^9 With the increase in pressure, the 
Edmunds Act became law in 1$$2, enlarging the powers 
granted under the Morrill Act. Now Mormons could be 
prosecuted for "unlawful cohabitation,” and bigamy 
need not be proved. The Edmunds Act went much further 
than previous acts: it established the "Utah Commis­
sion;” declared the elective offices of the state vac­
ant; and disfranchised all who practiced, believed in,
or was a member of an organization which preached biga-
20my or polygamy--in other words, all Mormons. Mormons 
were thus shorn of all political power, as the federal
^ Deseret News, February 10, 1$70, pp. 1-2.
1 AloRoberts, Comprehensive History of the Church,
V, 46.
19poland Act, Statutes at Large, XVIII, part 3S 
sec. 1 _7 f 253 -56 (1S7U7.
^ Edmunds Act, U.S. Code, Vol. X, sec. 1461 (1952).
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government applied the tremendous power of its 
authority against them.
In 1337, Congress passed the Edmunds-Tucker Act, 
providing the punitive measures which finally forced 
the Latter-day Saints to submit to the authority of 
the United States government. This act disincorpor­
ated the church, confiscated its property,^ and set 
in motion prosecution by federal marshals who impris­
oned many and forced thousands into hiding. Joseph F. 
Smith, second counselor to the president of the church, 
remained in Hawaii for several years, while First Coun­
selor George Q„ Cannon went into hiding and was caught 
when he attempted to flee to Mexico. After President 
John Taylor died a fugitive, the church had no presi­
dent for two years. With even more repressive legis­
lation pending in Congress, Wilford Woodruff, who be­
came president of the church in 1339, issued a mani­
festo on September 25, 1390, abandoning the practice 
of plural marriage as a tenet of the church.22
*«•
The People’s party due to the disfranchisement 
of its members had been dissolved in 1339, with the 
Liberals following suit in 1 , 3 9 3 Utahns were then'I
2^Edmunds-Tucker Act, U.S. Code, Vol. X, sec.
1430 (a) (1952).
22peseret Nev/s, October 4, 1390, p. 1.
23Salt Lake Tribune, December 19, 1393, p. U
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free to join the two national parties, and past align­
ments were no longer in effcct.
When polygamy was discontinued, opposition by 
the federal government eased, and with amnesty to poly­
gamists granted by President Harrison in 1893 and by 
President Cleveland the following year, the way was 
cleared for statehood. A Gentile, Joseph L. Rawlins, 
as Utah’s C ong re s s ion a l  delegate introduced an enabl­
ing act which was approved by Congress in July, 1894.
A November election chose delegates to a constitutional 
convention and state officials. Formalities concluded, 
Utah became the forty-fifth state on January 4» 1896.24
Prior to statehood, church leaders had dictated 
political policies in the state through their captive 
party. For a short period of time, they seemed to 
have attempted to withdraw from partisan politics, as 
they encouraged their members to participate in the 
activities of the party of their choice— counseling 
them to vote for Gentiles as well as worthy Mormons.^ 
Having directed policy for so long, it was soon appar­
ent that the leaders of the church were either unable 
or unwilling to relinquish their grasp on the political 
processes. This reluctance to separate religious and
24peseret News, January 11, 1896, p. 1.
25»Governors of Utah," Improvement Era, IV 
(February, 1901), pp. 241-4o»
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authority became the basis of the bitter conflict 
which followed.
Charges were made that the church exercised undue 
economic influence, but these allegations had diminish­
ing political importance in succeeding years. Indians 
were no longer a menace, and after the church announced 
its position denying Negroes the right to hold its 
priesthood, few black converts came into the church,
? Aremoving any objections on that count. With the 
Mormons firmly established as a majority group, and at 
peace with the federal government, it was unlikely 
that they could be dispossessed of their property, so 
the principal objections to the Mormons had been nar­
rowed to that of church influence in politics.
It is with this issue, and the related events 
which occurred during the period from 1902 to 1916, 
that this study will be concerned. This period has 
been selected because it was during these years that 
events transpired in the political arena which brought 
a semblance of balance to the political scene in Utah, 
allowing Mormon and Gentile to participate in government 
equally as members of rival national political parties 
and citizens, rather than as Mormon and anti-Mormon.
2^Morning and Evening Star, July 16, 1$33> p« 2.
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II. REED SMOOT: APOSTLE AND SENATOR 
UNDER FIRE
In 1900, Reed Smoot, a politically ambitious 
young apostle, recently named (April) to the Quorum of 
the Twelve Apostles of the Church of Jesus Christ of 
Latter-day Saints, announced that he would seek elec­
tion to Utah’s vacant United States Senate seat. It 
had been vacant for two years because the Democratic 
controlled legislature of 1899 had been unable to 
break a stalemate between Frank J. Cannon and Alfred 
McCune. Cannon, son of George Q. Cannon, first coun­
selor in the first presidency of the church, had served 
a short term in the Senate as a Republican but had bolt­
ed the party and become a nominal Democrat. When the 
1899 legislature met, he sought re-election as a Demo­
crat. A tie developed when the regular Democrats sup­
ported McCune.
Cannon tried to break the deadlock by attacking 
the church by making charges that the aged president, 
Lorenzo Snow, and his counselors had tried to dictate 
the choice of the legislature. He also accused the 
church of political dictation, calling the leaders 
"financial apostles." After one hundred forty-nine
ballots, the legislative body had adjourned leaving the 
seat unfilled. As a result, the issue of church influ­
ence had badly divided not only the Democratic party 
and the state legislature, but the people of Utah, too.
When Smoot announced his candidacy for the sen­
ate, President Snow askea him to stand aside.1 it was 
obvious that he felt the church could not afford the 
bitterness which would probably result from the cam- 
oaign of an apostle of the Mormon Church for high elec­
tive office. In the election Snow gave his support to 
Thomas Kearns, a mining millionaire and prominent Roman 
Catholic. As further evidence that the church was not 
trying to exclude Ger.tiles from public office, church 
support for the Utah seat in the House was given to 
George Sutherland, a Gentile lawyer and friend of 
Smoot. Looking to the future, Smoot made a deal with 
Kearns agreeing to give his support to him for recip­
rocal backing in 1902.2
Following the succession of Joseph F. Smith to 
the presidency of the church in May, 1902, Smoot 
announced his candidacy for the Senate and was in turn 
endorsed by Kearns and his newspaper, the Salt Lake
17
1"Governors of Utah," Improvement Era, p. 242.
2Ibid.
Tribune.^  The honeymoon was short-lived; for in 
August, Kearns, making a quick about-face, denounced 
Smoot, declaring that no man who held high church 
office should be elected to the Senate, since he would 
undoubtedly be under the control of the church
Smith was a younger man, politically oriented, 
and in that sense, made of sterner stuff than his aged 
predecessors. He felt that the time had come for the 
church to reassert its control over politics in Utah. 
After all, the Mormons represented eighty per cent of 
the population of the state, so their rights were not 
being considered when the state was represented by 
Gentiles in Congress.
The term of Joseph L. Rawlins was expiring, and 
Reed Smoot was a candidate for the office. So there 
would be no uncertainty about his feelings, Smith 
placed Smoot’s name before the Salt Lake Republican 
Convention and publicly endorsed his candidacy, leav­
ing no doubt about his instructions to the legisla­
tu re .  5 The Republicans had won a majority in the 1902 
elections, and the Democrats, badly divided by their
18
^Salt Lake Tribune, May 8, 1902, p. 1. 
^Ibid., August 15, 1902, p„ 1.
^Deseret News, December 29, 1902, p. 1.
own inter-party rivalries, found it easier to follow 
the Prophet, Seer, and Revelator, than to oppose the 
"will of the Lordo" Smoot had also insured the support 
of his own party by isolating Kearns, who was criti­
cized as a turncoat. Smoot made a deal with Congress­
man George Sutherland in which he promised support for 
Kearns’ seat two years hence. With Sutherland deliver­
ing the Gentile vote and Smith that of the faithful, 
Smoot was elected.^5
When he was presented as the new Senator from Utah 
on March 3, 1903, anti-Mormons immediately challenged 
his right to sit in the Senate. He was allowed to take 
his seat with the stipulation that the Senate Committee 
on Elections and Privileges hold hearings on his fit­
ness to be seated.^
On two previous occasions the Salt Lake Minis­
terial Association had succeeded in having seats denied 
to Mormons in Congress by their accusations question­
ing their fitness for office. In 1$$2, George Q.
Cannon had been barred from his seat as territorial 
delegate in spite of a fifteen to one electoral majori­
ty.^ Brigham H. Roberts had been denied his seat in
6ibid» January 21, 1903, p. 1.
7Salt Lake Tribune, March 5, 1903, p. 1.
$Mark W. Cannon, "The Mormon Issue in Congress,
1$72-$2"(unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Harvard Uni­
versity, 1960), p. 282.
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House (1900) when the ministers charged that he was a 
polygamist and to seat him would violate the church- 
state pact against polygamy by encouraging its parti­
sans to seek public o f f i c e .  ^ The real issue in both 
cases was the influence of the church in political mat­
ters. Assisted by federal officials, the minority Gen­
tiles in Utah had fought a generally successful battle 
to control the state,, With the officially declared ban 
on polygamy, and amnesty and statehood now facts, their 
task had become increasingly difficult. The Reed Smoot 
hearings now provided a forum for their attacks, plac­
ing the church, not Smoot, on trial before the nation.
The Ministerial Association charged before the 
Senate Committee that Smoot was a polygamist. One of 
the group, who as an individual made this accusation—  
knowing it to be false— was soon exposed and the charge 
thrown out.^O The objections to Smoot then narrowed 
to the charge that he could not in good conscience hold 
the dual positions of apostle and Senator. The issue
9u.S., Congress, House, Report of the Special 
Committee on the Case of B. H. Roberts, Jan. 4-5, 1900, 
H.R. $5, to accompany H. Res.107, 56th Cong., 1st sess.,
1900, part 2, pp. 1-77.
1<^ U.S. Congress, Senate, Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, Proceedings in the Matter of Protests 
Against the Right of the Honorable Reed Smoot, A Sena­
tor from Utah, to Hold His Seat, S. Doc. 486, 59th 
Cong., 1st sess., 1906, I, 26. (These Proceedings 
will hereinafter be cited as Smoot Proceedings.)
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of church influence in political affairs was the one 
on which the whole investigation hinged.
Counsel for the Senate Committee on Elections 
and Privileges, which heard the charges, was Robert W. 
Tayler, former Congressman from Ohio. Four years pre­
viously, he had successfully challenged the bid of B„
H. Roberts for a House seat. Anticipating a public 
expose, the nation’s press gave the hearings detailed 
coverage. Anti-Mormon rallies were held throughout 
the nation as ministers of all ienominations condemned 
the Mormons from their pulpits. During the following 
four years, thousands of petitions, resolutions, and 
memorials flooded the Senate, There could be no doubt 
that the popular opinion of the rest of the nation was 
opposed to an apostle of the Mormon Church being in the 
United States Senate.
During the course of the investigation, charges
were made that the Mormons were still practicing poly-
t
gamy and that plural marriages were also being per­
formed in the Salt Lake Temple. President Smith testi­
fied before the committee that this was not so. He 
was also questioned about polygamy, admitting under 
oath that he still lived with his five wives, all of 
whom he had married before the 1890 Manifesto. In his 
testimony he acknowledged the birth of eleven children
21
to those wives between 1890 and 1904.^ A twelfth 
child was born in 1906.1^
Smith either did not know or did not want to 
know what the committee already knew; at least two of 
the apostles had continued to perform plural marriages. 
The committee requested that Apostles Matthias Cowley 
and John W. Taylor appear to testify before them. Tay­
lor had taken an extended trip to Canada, and Cowley 
had made a long tour of Mexico--without the publicity 
which normally accompanied the movements of apostles 
of the church. President Smith refused to require 
their presence, saying that it would be improper for
him to use his ecclesiastical authority to force them
1 ^to submit in a purely political matter. J Subsequent 
investigations revealed that both had indeed been per­
forming plural marriages in defiance of the instruc­
tions of the church presidency. When questioned by 
the other members of the Quorum, Cowley claimed to 
have simply interpreted the 1890 Manifesto as "advice" 
not commandment, with the issue being left to his con­
science. Taylor hedged when questioned, saying that
_
Ibid., passim,
12Deseret News, November 12, 1906, p. 8. Smith 
pled guilty to the charge of adultery following the 
birth of his last child, and was fined $300.00.
1 3Joseph F. Smith, Letter to Sen. Julius C. 
Burrows, as quoted in Smoot Proceedings, I, 476.
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while such marriages were unlawful in the United States, 
they were still legal in many localities outside its 
jurisdiction.. Both apostles were expelled from the 
quorum, and when he refused to admit error and repent, 
Taylor was excommunicated.1^  Cowley, truly repentant, 
was permitted to retain his church membership, but none 
of his offices in the church. Testimony was also pre­
sented alleging that other apostles (George W. Teas- 
dale, John H. Smith, Marriner H. Merrill, Abraham 0. 
Smoot, and Abraham Cannon) had performed or contracted 
plural marriages after the 1890 Manifesto.1^
These charges had a damaging effect on the pub­
lic image of the church and kept public opinion 
aroused against the Mormons— especially Reed Smoot 
in his struggle to retain his Senate seat.
The Committee on Privileges and Elections made 
its report to the Senate on June 11, 1906, The major­
ity report, signed by seven senators, said:
The more deliberately and carefullv the 
testimony is considered, the more irresistibly 
it leads to the conclusion that the facts 
stated in the protest are true: that the said 
first presidency and twelve apostles do now 
control, and for a long time past have con­
trolled, the political affairs of the state of 
Utah, and have thus brought about in said state
14peseret News, April 11, 1911, p. 3.
1^Smoot Proceedings, 1904-06, passim.
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a union of church and state, contrary to 
the Constitution of the United States, and 
that said Reed Smoot comes here not as the 
accredited representative of the state of 
Utah in the Senate of the United States, 
but as the choice of a hierarchy which con­
trols the church and has usurped the funct­
ions of the state in said State of Utah,
It follows as a necessary conclusion 
from these facts, that Mr. Smoot is not en­
titled to a seat in the Senate, as a Senator 
from the State of Utah, and your committee 
reports the following resolution:
Resolved: that Reed Smoot is not en­
titled to a seat as a Senator of the United 
States from the State of Utah.
The report was far from unanimous. A five man
minority filed a directly contradictory report, recomm-
1 7ending that Smoot be seated without prejudice.
Smoot had some difficult times during the invest­
igation. On November 27, 1905, he wrote to Joseph F. 
Smith, offering to resign from the Senate. He said the
investigation was going badly, and "resignation was
18better than expulsion." Again on January 21, 1906, 
he wrote Smith, offering to resign from the Quorum of 
the Twelve Apostles "in order to take the heat off 
the c h u r c h . Smith had apparently dedided that the
l6Ibid., "Majority Report," IV, 467.
17Ibid.,t "Minority Report," IV, 499.
1%eed Smoot, Diaries (unpublished manuscript),as 
quoted in Milton R. Merrill, "Reed Smoot, Apostle in 
Politics" (unpublished PhD. dissertation, Columbia 
University, 1951), p. 172.
19Ibid., p. 173.
time had come to make a firm stand and see the issue 
through to its conclusion. On the outcome of this 
hearing would depend the right of any Mormon to hold 
public office, since any Mormon could be challenged as 
being under the domination of the church. Should Mormons 
be effectively disfranchised in this manner, eighty per­
cent of the population of the state would be dominated 
by a militant anti-Mormon minority. So the struggle 
for Mormon political rights continued until the final 
vote on the resolution to deny Smoot his Senate seat.
Aid for Smoot in this most difficult period came 
from an unexpected and unsolicited source. President 
Theodore Roosevelt had met Smoot in the spring of 1906, 
and had become convinced of his personal integrity. 
Roosevelt, known for his strong sense of fair play, 
quietly threw his support behind Smoot when he became 
convinced of Smooths personal rectitude. Shortly before 
the committee made its report, it lost its chief counsel 
and leading anti-Mormon, Robert W. Tayler of Ohio, who 
was suddenly removed from the scene by a presidential 
appointment to a lifetime federal judgeship in Ohio. 
Having lost part of their directing force, the anti-
Mormon forces began to lose momentum, and the report of
20the committee included a strong minority report.
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When the report of the committee was presented to 
the Senate on June 11, 1906, the chairman, Senator J„ C. 
Burrows, asked for an immediate vote. Senator Henry M. 
Teller of Colorado objected and asked for time to study 
the report. Congress adjourned in July, delaying the 
vote until the following February. The elections of 
November, 1906, resulted in the removal of several 
Senators from office— particularly Frederick T, Dubois 
of Idaho. Although Dubois charged that the Mormons had 
conspired to defeat him, the message was not lost on 
the Senate. The excessive zeal of the anti-Mormon cru­
sade had boomeranged, and the tide of opinion in the 
Senate began to turn in Smoot’s favor.
President Roosevelt was quietly making his influ­
ence felt, and a substantial number of Republicans ral­
lied to Smoot’s support. Administration forces obtained 
agreement on a requirement for a two-thirds majority pres­
ent and voting to expel. The final vote in favor of 
seating Smoot was 1+2; against seating, 28; and not vot­
ing, 20.21
Although Roosevelt’s influence was not to be 
minimized, he disclaimed any influence in the matter.
His letter to Isaac Russell, published in Colliers on 
April 15, 1911, reveals his role in the struggle. After
26
Smoot Proceedings, IV, 103.
giving strong testimony as to the personal integrity of 
Smoot, he said:
I did not interfere in any way as to his 
retention in the Senate, save that where the 
Senators came up to speak to me on the subject,
I spoke to them freely along the lines I have out­
lined, taking the view which I believe is the 
only view that an American can consistently take, 
namely, that if Mr. Smoot or anyone else had dis­
obeyed the law and was an upright and reputable 
man in his public and private relations, it would 
be an outrage to turn him out because of his re­
ligious belief.
On the occasion of the April General Conference 
of the church in 1907> Joseph F, Smith and his counsel­
ors published, "An Address: The Church of Jesus Christ 
of Latter-day Saints to the world." In this address, 
Smith asserted that the church had complied with the lav;, 
and that having done so, should not be criticized if 
some individuals did not obey, since in every society 
there were some who did not obey all the laws. Point­
ing out that the church had taken action against those 
who violated the law, he asked that the people of the 
churchibe permitted to live in peace and harmony with 
the rest of the world. By claiming the right of the 
church to defend itself against political attacks by 
others, and in asserting the right of all to self pro­
tection, he left the way open to political action by
27
Theodore Roosevelt, "Mr. Roosevelt to the Mor­
mons," Colliers Weekly, XLVII (April 15, 1911), 28.
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the church if it were deemed necessary. 3^
With Smoot’s re-election campaign coming up in 1908, 
Smith left no doubt that he intended to vigorously assert 
the church’s right to participate in politics. At a gen­
eral conference of the church on October 8, 190$, he said:
In the name of common sense, I deplore the 
thought that any Latter-day Saint would regret 
that good men and true have been chosen not by 
the church, but by their own followers and by their 
own political parties.
He was quickly challenged by the Salt Lake Tribune. 
Smith’s statement was, it said:
. . .  a command to the church . . . clear evidence 
that the church was in politics. Smoot and Howell 
have an able ally in the prophet, seer, and revela- 
tor . . . The Conference was a Republican ratifi­
cation meeting.25
With determined opposition at every point and on 
every issue by opponents who seemed determined to attack 
the church at every opportunity, the Mormons faced con­
tinuous strife. In retrospect, it is apparent that the 
Smoot Proceedings represented a critical period in Utah 
history. Clearly at issue was the basic question: Who 
will dominate Utah? Of course, the minority anti-Mormons 
wanted to continue to enjoy the prerogatives of power,
^church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints, Annual 
Conference Report of the Church, April, 1907 (Salt Lake 
City: Deseret l^ews £ress, 1 $07).
24peseret News, October $, 190$, p. 1.
2$
^Salt Lake Tribune, October 9, 190$, p. 1.
and the most practical method of achieving that goal was 
to disfranchise the leaders of the Mormon community, 
either by intimidation or by repressive legislation if 
possible. The Smoot case was critical to their cause„ 
Once Smoot had been seated, and the cloud over his title 
to his seat removed, the Mormons could win any elective 
office by sheer weight of their numbers. With both sides 
aware of the importance of the issue, the struggle was 
bitter.
The opposition to the Smoot- Smith forces included 
most of the state’s non-Mormon population, led by the 
Salt Lake Ministerial Association and the Utah American 
Party. They were supported by a substantial number of 
Mormons of both major parties who sincerely believed 
that no apostle of the church should hold political 
office.26
So the Tribune was quote correct when it charged 
that Smoot had an ’’able ally” in the president of the 
church. Smith’s influence helped keep political control 
in Utah while on the national scene, Smoot took the abuse 
of the anti-Mormon forces in congress and their allies 
throughout the nation. Smoot’s impeccable personal life, 
together with the support of Theodore Roosevelt and the 
Republicans in the Senate, finally turned the tide in his
2^Reed Smoot Diaries, as quoted in Merrill,
"Reed Smoot," passim.
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favor. When the final vote came, it was made up of a 
curious mixture of personal support for Smoot, party 
discipline, and reaction against the tactics of the 
opposition, who had for too long attempted to keep the 
issue before the public. Smoot, on the other hand, set 
an example of patience and forebearance in not making a 
public reply to any of the many attacks on him. While 
he was invited to make many public appearances and add­
resses due to the interest in his case, he was careful 
not to make public answers to the attacks on him, and won 
a reputation as an authority on tariff, finance, and 
government operations which rallied support if not 
affection for his position. It must have been with great 
personal satisfaction that he recorded in his diary 
during the years following his vindication that several 
senators who had voted against him acknowledged their
27error, asked his forgiveness, and became his friends.
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reproductions, University of Utah Press, Salt Lake City, 
1909-16, passim.
III. THE AMERICAN PARTI AND THE STRUGGLE 
FOR CONTROL OF UTAH
Thomas Kearns had been elected to the United
States Senate by the Utah Legislature in January, 19010
In voting for Kearns, the legislators had followed the
wishes of Lorenzo Snow, then president of the Mormon
Church. Reed Smoot, who also desired the seat, had,made
a deal with Kearns, agreeing to exchange his support
in 1901 for reciprocal backing two years later when Utah’s
1second seat would be vacated by Joseph L. Rawlins. The 
bargain was kept by Smoot, and Kearns was duly ;elected. 
When Smoot announced his candidacy in May, 1902, Kearns 
publicly endorsed Smoot, as did his newspaper, the Salt 
Lake Tribune.2
What happened next is clear, but the reasoning 
behind Kearns’ actions leaves one wondering if he had 
not grossly overestimated his own strength. Both he
. 1
and Smoot were Republicans, but Kearns had a very small 
popular following, while Smoot had carefully built an 
organization of loyal supporters, and with the backing 
of Joseph F. Smith, firmly controlled the Republican party
^Merrill, ”Reed Smoot,” p. 7$.
^Salt Lake Tribune, October 4, 1904, p. 1»
of Utah. Kearns in August, 1902, suddenly turned on 
Smoot, denouncing the idea of sending an apostle to the 
Senate and proposed that Utah elect Perry Heath (an assoc­
iate of Kearns), to the Senate instead of Smoot. The 
Salt Lake Tribune, which had endorsed Smoot, began attack­
ing him, Joseph F. Smith, the Mormon Church, and all who
disagreed with K e a rn s .3 But Smoot, who had stepped aside!
in 1900, was prepared. He made a deal with Congressman 
George Sutherland, a friendly Gentile with a Republican 
following, as well as receiving the endorsement of Jos­
eph F. Smith, and with a smoothly functioning organiza­
tion won the election easily.^
By 1904j when Kearns was ready to seek re-elec­
tion, he found a solid hostile front opposing him. His 
denunciation of Smoot had alienated many of the Republi- 
»
can party workers. His newspaper’s attacks on Smith and• » 
the church had effectively blocked any support from that 
source, while Sutherland’s deal with Smoot had garnered 
a large portion of the Gentile vote. Kearns found that 
he simply had no base of strength from which he could 
operate in Utah.
Why Kearns chose to fight Smoot and the church 
when he must have forseen defeat is a puzzling mystery.
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^Merrill, "Reed Smoot," p. 79.
George Sutherland kept his pledged word to Smoot, while 
the latter, in return, honored his word in giving his 
backing to Sutherland who replaced Kearns in the Senate. 
Perhaps Kearns assumed that since the church had sub­
mitted in the past to what amounted to blackmail in send­
ing Gentiles to Congress to quiet accusations that Mor­
mons were dominating politics, it might again submit by
5giving support to him. If that had been his idea, he was 
abruptly disabused, for no such tribute from the church 
was forthcoming.
When it became apparent that Kearns would not be 
returned to office, his supporters formed a third party- 
taking the name, the "Utah American p a r t y . I n  its 
ranks were numbered many dissidents. Along with the 
followers Kearns could command, there were many Gentiles, 
apostates, ex-Mormons, anc "Jack-Mormons." (A Jack-Mormon 
is one who is nominally a Mormon, but not an active mem­
ber of the church). Apparently, the principal reason for 
joining the American party was the resentment of the 
domination of Utah politics by the Mormon Church— largely
^Wilford Woodruff and Lorenzo Snow from 1$93 to
1901, had supported friendly Gentiles so as to minimize 
opposition to the church and to show the leaders’ impar­
tiality. Thus, Utah had a number of Gentile Congress­
men who probably would not all have been elected with an 
80% Mormon electorate. Jan Shipps, "Mormons in Politics" 
(unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, University of Colorado, 
1965), pp. 247-48.
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through the use and control of the Republican party. In 
many respects the American party was a reincarnation of 
the old Liberal anti-Mormon party which had disbanded in 
1$93. Since the Democratic party was still badly split 
by the McCune-Cannon deadlock, many Democrats gave their 
support to the Americans as a protest against the church 
and its domination through the Republican party.
The growth of the American party was spectacular. 
In 1904, with only two months to organize, they polled 
over &,000 votes in Salt Lake City, and succeeded in 
electing a lone candidate to the school board in a spec­
ial December election.? When municipal elections came 
up in 1905, the Americans won over both Republicans and 
Democrats, electing former Republican Mayor Ezra Thomp­
son as an American, along with six of the council members.
The Americans were jubilant. Having won in Salt 
Lake City, they announced that they next expected to win 
control of the county and then the state. However, the 
American party had elected men who had definite ideas 
about how to run Utah’s largest city. Immediately after 
taking office in 1906, they made changes in the city and 
its governmental structure. Purchasing was reorganized 
to more easily reward the "faithful." A "red light"
7Deseret Nev/s, December 7, 1904, p. 2,
^Salt Lake Tribune, November 8, 1905, p. 1*
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district flourished on Commercial Street, and the inci­
dence of violent crime increased. Taxes rose sharply, 
and charges of graft and corruption began to be heard,, 
Shortly before the 1907 city elections, the chief of pol­
ice was discharged by Mayor Thompson for taking bribes, 
and the chief of detectives was suspended, charged with 
having received part of $10,000 taken from two visiting 
Scotchmen in a crooked poker game0 In a rapid and unex­
pected sequence of events, Mayor Thompson became serious­
ly ”illTt from unannounced causes, resigned and left the 
c i t y .  ^ The Americans caucused and chose John S. Bransford, 
an associate of Thomas Kearns in his mining ventures, to 
succeed Thompson.^
The Deseret News, which gave Bransford its support 
editorialized when the Americans won:
There is one Important change, which how­
ever antedates the elections. At the head of 
the city now stands a gentleman in whose ability 
as a businessman, integrity and honor there is 
no doubt. That Is a sreat change from the con­
ditions that prevailed two years ago.11
Subsequent events proved this judgment premature. 
The Americans won the election of 1907 almost by default. 
The ousted chief of police had proposed the erection of
^Ezra Thompson, Letter to City Council as quoted 
in Salt Lake Tribune, August 2, 1907, p. 1.
1 nDeseret News, August 14, 1907, p. 4.
^Salt Lake Tribune, July 31, 1907, p. 1.
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a stockade on the west side of the city, wherein all 
gambling and prostitution in the city could be localized 
and controlled. The American party platform piously dis­
missed the issue with the following plank in their plat­
form:
We unequivocally denounce the proposition 
to establish a red light district in any part 
of Salt Lake City and expressly protest against 
the establishment of such a district on the 
west side of the city.
The Salt Lake Tribune continued its tirades 
against the church, alleging that the two Scotchmen who 
had been bilked were not really tourists, but detectives 
from Scotland Yard who had been hired by the Mormon
13Church to fabricate evidence against the American Party.
In September, 1908, the construction of what 
appeared to be the proposed stockade was begun on the 
west side of the city. The Salt Lake Tribune on Sept­
ember 6 charged that the project was illegal, while the 
Intermountain Republican charged that Mayor Bransford was 
behind the project. Investigation revealed that the 
Citizen’s Investment Company, incorporated earlier in the 
year, was the owner, and the principal stockholder of 
record was Dora B. Topham. Mrs. Topham was more commonly 
known as Belle London, a notorious madame. She acknowledg­
ed the purpose of the stockade, and further claimed that
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the stockade would be the finest in the land and a credit
14to the city.
The American party had many members who did not 
approve of the obvious intent of the stockade’s promoters 
One group, calling themselves members of the ’’American 
Club,” called on Governor John C. Cutler, asking him to 
revoke the charter of the Citizen's Investment Company. 
Cutler minced no words in castigating them for their 
’’rank hypocrisy,” saying that they should clean up their 
own party, police force and city administration. After 
all, he pointed out, they were responsible for what was 
happening, since their party had promoted organized vice 
for the preceding three years. Legally, he pointed out, 
the charter could not be revoked until the law had been 
broken. If vice were to be suppressed, it was the funct­
ion of the city, not the state government.^
In the election of 1908, the Salt Lake Tribune 
and the Salt Lake Herald played down the stockade issue, 
and attacked the church with charges that all the fuss 
about vice was really motivated by the fear that if a 
stockade were built, the church would lose many of the 
_  "
Intermountain Republican, October 4, 1908, p» 1 
Deseret News, October 15, 1908, p. 1.
1 D^eseret News, September 20, 190$, p. 3»
tenants then occupying its property on Commercial Street.
Indirectly accusing the church of sponsoring vice on the
street, they charged that most of its leaders were, in ■
fact, lechers, adulterers, and bigamists, implying that
it was just a business situation in which the church was
trying to protect its financial interests and really didn’t
16care about morals. In turn the Deseret News and the 
Intermountain Republican inveighed against vice and 
immorality, but the Americans discreetly played down the 
stockade issue, which was never really contested, since 
its existence was actually not yet a fact.
The 1908 election resulted in a sweeping victory 
for the Republicans. The Americans entered state-wide 
tickets headed by both ’’Taft-Liberal” Republicans and 
the ’’Bryan Americans,” obviously trying to capitalize 
on the popularity of the national tickets. When the 
Republicans protested, the former ticket was withdrawn, 
but the Democrats did not, thus giving their tacit app­
roval to the maneuver. This stratagem was of little 
value to the Americans, and further damaged the Democrats. 
The triumphant Republicans re-elected Congressman Joseph 
Howell, chose William Spry for their governor, and returned 
a Republican legislature, which promptly re-elected Reed
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Smoot to a second six year term in the United States
17Senate.
Immediately after the 1908 elections, Mayor Brans- 
ford, who prior to the election had evaded the issue, 
openly acknowledged that the stockade was his idea, and 
that he had organized, supported, and directed the enter­
prise. Protesting citizens were told that it made no
difference what they thought, his program would be carried
. 18 out.
As the municipal elections drew near, concerned 
Republicans and Democrats tried unsuccessfully to form a 
citizens’ fusion ticket;, feeling that united they might 
be able to break the power of the Americans. No mutually 
acceptable candidates could be found to win the support 
of the still divided Democrats and the squabbling Repub­
licans. Those who were prohibitionists in both parties
torpedoed the plan when they insisted on a prohibition
19plank in the platform. The Americans, although divided 
over the stockade issue, renominated Mayor Bransford in 
a closely contested caucus. The major parties quarreled
1 7Reuben Joseph Snow, "The American Party in Utah, 
(unpublished Master’s thesis, University of Utah, 1964),
p. 148.
^ Intermountain Republican, December 9> 1908, p. 1
107John Mills Thitaker, Facsimile typescript of 
Daily Journal, August 12, 1909. In Western Americana 
Collection, University of Utah Libraries, Salt Lake City, 
Utah.
about prohibition and church interference in politics while
20the Americans united and won again in a close race.
Meanwhile, the Americans had organized in Utah 
and Weber counties, and were beginning to show voting 
strength in both Provo and Ogden. With victories in 
Salt Lake City in 1905 and 1907, they talked of expanding 
into a state-wide party. When the 190$ elections showed 
the Americans gaining in strength, the Republicans were 
concerned. The third victory of the Americans in the 
Salt Lake City municipal elections of 1909 caused the 
Republicans to mount an all-out effort to eliminate them. 
Leaving nothing to chance, the 1910 campaign of the Repub­
licans was their most intensive, with Senators Reed Smoot 
and George Sutherland, Congressman Joseph Howell, and 
Governor William Spry heading the list of their campaigners. 
Spry and Smoot had been elected in 190S, but Sutherland 
and Howell, as well as a full slate of state legislators, 
were to face the voters. In the months preceding the 
election, singly and in caravans, they covered the state,
SDeaking at every crossroads, mining camp, and meeting
21house where people could be gathered.
The increasingly irritating issue of prohibition
20Salt Lake City, Office of the Recorder.
Unpublished Canvas of Election Returns, 1909.
21Reed Smoot, Diaries, September and October,
1910, passim.
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was disposed of by a plank in their platform which appealed
to nearly everyone. It called for prohibition in rural
areas and for local option in the cities and mining areas.
This appeared to satisfy the prohibition-minded rural
residents while retaining the support of the Gentile
businessmen, most of whom resided in the cities. This
plank was actually recognition of the existing conditions.
Local options in the past had "dried up" most of the state
with the exception of Salt Lake City, Ogden, Carbon county,
Park City, and the mining districts in Salt Lake and
Tooele counties. The Republicans, pledging stricter
enforcement of the existing program, won a substantial
victory, heading off the growing American threat in Provo
22and Ogden. The most effective opposition to the Repub­
licans was provided, not by the Americans, but by the 
newly resurgent Democratic party. Promising state-wide 
prohibition, Brigham H„ Roberts, James H. Moyle, and 
William H. King formed a "truth squad" following the 
Republican leaders throughout the state, disputing their 
claims and providing a challenge to their leadership. 
Beginning to draw the Democrats together, they also sapped
the strength of the Americans, and thus helped lay the




Ibid., September 20 and October 4> 1910.
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1910 was a difficult year for the American party.
After five years of control in Salt Lake City, they had
met with failure in their plan to expand and take over the
state as they had announced they would. The Republicans
were firmly in command, having retained the congressional
delegation, state offices, and substantial control of the
legislature. Mayor Bransford, disregarding the protests
of the citizens, encouraged wide-open operation of the
24stockade, beginning early in 1910.
The city, county, and district attorneys published
an open letter, denouncing the mayor and his policies,
and promised to prosecute the occupants of the stockade
25"without fear or favor." The city attorney issued 453 
warrants for the arrest of the stockade operators, drug 
dealers, prostitutes, and gamblers. The city police, un­
able or unwilling to find one suspect, returned all the 
warrants, and the stockade operated openly. Raids by the 
sheriff, Frank Emery, a Republican, were thwarted, he 
claimed, by the city police, who warned the stockade’s 
occupants of impending raids, and he would find the stock­
ade quiet and temporarily deserted. While the city admin­
istration flouted the law and moral standards of the 
community, Governor Spry chose the period just preceding
^ Herald-Republican, March 8, 1910, p. 1.
^Open Letter to the Citizens of Salt Lake City. 
Deseret News, August 5, 1910, p. 1.
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the elections to act. Citing the increase in crimes of
violence, he published in the Deseret News and the Herald-
Reoublican the following letter, dated October 16, 1910;
BoarH of County Commissioners 
Sheriff of Salt Lake County 
Mayor or Acting Mayor 
Chief of Police of Salt Lake City
. . .  I therefore request you, the County Comm­
issioners and Sheriff of Salt Lake County, and 
the Mayor or Acting Mayor and Chief of Police 
of Salt Lake City— the specially appointed 
agencies and conservators of the peace— to 
cooperate and work together to accomplish such 
object. It is my wish that for the public good 
you will lay aside all differences of opinion as 
to measures to be adopted and that you will work 
together and take speedy action to apprehend and 
punish those who have committed such crimes in 
our midst and rid Salt Lake City of such criminal 
characters.
The safety of the public requires that some­
thing be done to put a stop to this reign of 
terror. If the combined efforts of the peace 
officers of the county and city shall not be 
adequate to cope with it, I shall resort to 
such other measures as may be within my power 
to prevent and stop the commission of these 
crimes, and rid the city of its criminal 
elements and protect the homes.and safety of 
the people of Salt Lake City. °
The reaction of the Americans was predictable.
Chief of Police Sam Barlow commented that "Salt Lake City
is clean and free from crime. Any- other statement is
just politics.
In GovernorTs Letterbook, Utah State Archives, 
Salt Lake City, Utah.
27Salt Lake Tribune, October 17, 1910, p. 1.
Following receipt of the governor?s letter, Sher­
iff Emery hired a special group of fifty deputies and 
began making raids on the stockade0 The special task 
force operated in complete secrecy, striking at odd 
hours under comoletely unpredictable circumstances. The 
city police were bypassed, while the county sheriff?s 
office actually assumed the responsibility for enforce­
ment of the laws of Salt Lake City. More than four hun­
dred gamblers and prostitutes were arrested, fined, and 
sent to jail. When they found they had no influence 
over or protection from the sheriffs special squad, they 
quickly departed Salt Lake City. For the first time since 
the American party came to power, the city had strict 
enforcement of the law, which was evidently what the peo­
ple wanted.
The final blow in the crusade against the stock­
ade fell when the manager, Belle London, was arrested on 
a charge of keeping a sixteen year old girl, Dogney Gray, 
in prostitution. Facing a felony indictment, the manager 
pleaded guilty to a misdemeanor charge, paid a fine, 
closed the stockade, and left the city.^9 The Republi­
cans, by exposing the American party as the sponsor and 
protector of vice and corruption, had proved their point,
44
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and had solved the problem very efficiently. Quite dis­
credited, the American party leaders lost much of the 
supoort they had received from those who had honestly 
opposed the domination of the Republicans and the church. 
The people could no longer ignore the corruption proved 
against the American party’s leaders.
Mayor Bransford acknowledged his defeat and sob­
erly agreed that the stockade would not be reopened.30 
The Salt Lake Evening Telegram, Kearns’ afternoon daily, 
printed its recipe for electoral victory, showing the 
bitterness of the defeated:
HOW TO WIN ELECTIONS IN UTAH
Take one Governor, a returned Mormon missionary, 
and instruct him to write an open letter, in 
which he untruthfully declares that the capital 
of the state is a hotbed of crime; that a reign 
of terror exists;
Take one sheriff, who appoints fifty special 
deputies to do his political dirty work at the 
expense of taxpayers,
Take one deal between the liquor interests 
of the state and the Mormon Church by which 
the Church agrees to protect the liquor interests 
if the liquor interests will support that 
Church’s political organization with a heavy 
contribution to its campaign fund.
Take one or more Mormon apostles, one bishop, 
and two counselors in every ecclesiastical ward, 
and dozens of other zealots who hold the keys 
to the priesthood of the Mormon Church, and who 
would betray any political party, any pledge, 
any friend, at•the order of his superiors in 
the priesthood,
30lbid. , p. 1.
Mix well together and apply it to the Mormon 
voters just before election in Utah and it is 
guaranteed to effectually break up any opposition 
to the autocratic control of every department 
of the state; temporal and political, ^*
by the Mormon Church in the state of Utah.J
The coup de grace to the American party had been 
long planned. Convinced that the Americans would be de­
feated if their hold on the city wards they controlled 
could be broken, the Republicans had introduced in the 
1907 legislature a bill to change the city’s government 
to a commission form. Since it passed only one house, it 
was re-introduced and passed by the 1909 legislature. 
Convinced that inclusion of the initiative, referendum, 
and recall provisions was in conflict with the state
O pconstitution, Governor Spry vetoed the measure.^ WhenI
it was rewritten and again passed in 1911, the stage was 
set for the final act of the American party. The new law 
created a city commission, limiting the mayor’s authority
I
to presiding or acting in a ceremonial capacity. It’s
most important feature was its requirement that all candi-
^  t
dates would have to run for office on an at-large basis, 
as the city’s political wards would be abolished.33
The 1911 municipal,elections were just a formality -
31 Salt Lake Evening Telegram, November 9> 1910, pe -j #
32William Spry, Letter to Utah State Legislature, 
February, 17, 1909, in Governor’s Letterbook.
-^William Spry, Letter to Reed Smoot, March 15,
1911, as quoted in Reed Smoot Diaries.
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The American party's fate had been determined by the 
events preceding the 1910 elections. Reed Smoot’s 
prediction that one defeat would dispose of the Amer­
ican party was apparently sound, for the party ended 
in collapse,,34 The party’s leading crusader, Frank J„ 
Cannon, and ex-communicated Mormon, former United 
States Senator (1895-99), and editor of the Salt Lake 
Tribune from the time of the inception of the Ameri­
can party in 1904, resigned and moved from the city.
Cannon and his newspaper had bitterly charged 
that church influence had finally defeated the Ameri­
can party, but there is perhaps more logic in the 
suggestion that the Americans defeated themselves-- 
with a willing assist from the Republicans, who gave 
battle in the political arena and really had no need 
of the kind of overt support from the church as was 
charged by the Salt Lake Tribune.
Opposition to the church, motivated by the belief 
that the church dominated politics in Utah, justified 
much of the support given by the populace to the Ameri­
cans. They lost that adherence when they showed their 
unpopular moral standards on the very real issues of 
crime, vice, and corruption. Even the most rabid anti- 
Mormons joined in condemning the city administration’s
47
3^Reed Smoot Diaries, May 20, 1910.
stand on vice and crime. While it is quite logical to 
assume that the Mormon Church could have exerted con­
siderable political leverage against those in power, it 
was obviously not needed. Both Republican victory and 
the resurgence of strength and activity in the Democratic 
party that followed came at the expense of the discred­
ited Americans,
IV. THE STRUGGLE FOR PROHIBITION
The struggle for prohibition in Utah had its origins 
in the teachings of the Mormon Church. On February 27, 
1833> Joseph Smith announced a revelation in which he 
counseled his people (among other things) to abstain from 
the use of tobacco and strong drink.^ This doctrine, 
known as the "Word of Wisdom," was honored and followed 
by the faithful members of the church. At different 
periods in the history of the church emphasis on the ob­
servance of this teaching varied, but it was always the 
accepted doctrine of the church. When the discovery of 
gold in California brought thousands of immigrants through 
Utah,, a double standard soon developed. Gentile merchants 
set up shops and saloons were open to all. The presence 
of United States soldiers in Utah from 1858 to 186$ created 
a steady demand for liquor, and some of the faithful saw 
in "demon rum" the reason for a rapid increase of crime in 
the territory. Others saw in it an opportunity to profit 
by supplying the demand, either onenly or through a 
Gentile "front.”2
1
1The Doctrine and Covenants, Section 89.
2Personal interview with Persis Tanner Craner,
July 19, 1963, at her home in Boise, Idaho.
As a temperance movement gradually came into being, 
the first proposal for the achievement of prohibition came 
in the April, 1865 Conference of the church. A unanimous 
resolution called on the Salt Lake City Council to prohibit 
the sale of liquor by the simple process of refusing to 
license the saloons of the city. Apparently nothing came 
of this effort, and with no legislation on the subject, 
saloons and the brewing industry did a thriving business. 
With many more serious problems facing them, the Mormons 
did not make a political issue of the liquor problem.
While it represented a serious social and moral problem 
to them, only the more dedicated pressed for prohibition. 
According to these crusaders, evil was evil, and must be 
fought wherever it was found.
Politicians and most leaders of the church were a 
little more pragmatic. While from a moral viewpoint, 
they readily agreed that alcohol was the root of many 
social problems, they also saw the danger of attempting 
to force their religious convictions on a minority group 
which could only react with more antagonism. The Mormons 
were on the defensive during most of the nineteenth cen­
tury, and anti-Mormons had succeeded in arousing the nation 
to the point where twenty-three anti-Mormon bills were 
introduced into Congress between 1862 and 1S90.
3Deseret News, April 12, p. 1.
^Tullidge, History of Salt Lake City, p. 175°
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Included in their bills were proposals to abolish 
women’s suffrage in Utah, disfranchise all members of the 
Church, declare illegitimate all children of polygamous 
marriages, abolish all local Utah courts, and abolish jury 
trials in Utah. Another would have eliminated the Utah 
territory, dividing it between its neighbors, as part of 
a plan to break the hold of the Mormons over the politics
5of the territory.
So,on the issue of liquor, they temporized. After 
settlement of the polygamy issue and the achievement of 
statehood, the problem of lesser social issues, such as 
liquor, could be dealt with. The temperance movement, which 
had long tried to educate the people to the evils attend­
ant on the use of liquor came to the conclusion that per­
suasion alone could not cure the evils of alcoholism, and 
began to agitate for prohibition. Their theory was simple * 
Prohibit the sale of intoxicants and it would cease to be 
a problem. A simple law would force the people to forego 
their taste for liquor, and all related crime would be 
minimized. It didn’t work out that way, but in their 
naive way, the prohibitionists argued that it was really 
that elementary.
Utah had a local option law which gave the residents 
of an area a choice, by popular vote, of opting for "wet"
51
^For a list of anti-Mormon bills see Appendix A.
or "dry" status. Local option had the weakness of any 
compromise. While liquor was not as freely available as 
some might prefer, it could be obtained without undue 
difficulty. Localities in which "dry" sentiment prevailed 
could in theory ban alcohol from their midst, but enforce­
ment was, in a practical sense, non-existent. When liouor 
could be readily and legally obtained in one community, 
its merchants expected to meke an additional profit from 
"commuters" who came to get their supply of liquor, while
their "dry" neighbors had to tighten their belts to pay
£
for their virtuous convictions.
While business was more active in "wet" areas, less 
desirable classes of residents were attracted, and those 
areas were more likely to see the establishment of "red 
light" districts where prostitution, gambling, and drugs 
were available. Thus, argued the prohibitionists, the 
liquor traffic was responsible for the higher incidence of 
crimes of violence as well as the moral sins of gambling, 
drug abuse, and prostitution.
The movement to impose prohibition in Utah as a 
moral issue had many adherents, including Heber J. Grant, 
who in 1882 became an apostle of the church at age twenty- 
five. Grant had a rigid, puritan attitude, and began at 
once what was to become a life-long crusade, emphasizing
52
^Tullidge, History of Salt Lake City, p. 175.
the "Word of Wisdom," especially in its application to
liquor. In the beginning, it was a lonely cause, for
most of the church’s leaders felt that the time was not
opportune, inasmuch as polygamy, statehood, and the very
existence of the church itself should have priority over
7the liquor question.
When Reed Smoot became an apostle in 1900, he at 
once asserted his control over the Republican party, and 
attempted to keep the liquor question out of politics, 
separate from the religious aspects of the problem. Smoot 
was able to convince the new president of the church, 
Joseph F. Smith, that in order to keep the support of the 
Gentile businessmen of the state, the Republican party 
must avoid the allegations that the church was trying to 
force its moral standards upon the rest of the state. At 
this time, the Republicans faced a serious threat to their 
control of the state from the newly formed (1904) Utah 
American Party. Embittered by his inability to obtain 
re-election to the United States Senate, Thomas Kearns 
threw the support of his daily newspapers, the Salt Lake 
Tribune and the Salt Lake Telegram^ behind the American 
party, which gained strength so rapidly that by 1905 it
ghad won control of the Salt Lake City government.
7Gustive 0. Larson, Outline History of Utah and the 
Mormons (Salt Lake City: beseret Book, 1958) , p"I 84.
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Salt Lake Tribune, November 8, 1905> p. 1.
The Americans were gathering followers among 
the Gentiles, apostates, "Jack-Mormons," the pro-liquor 
elements, and from some devout Mormons, mostly Democrats, 
who resented the church’s domination of Utah politics 
through the Republican party. The Americans were gaining 
strength in Weber and Utah counties, and Smoot maintained 
that if the church insisted on prohibition at that point, 
the results would be disastrous for the Republican party.
He feared that the Gentile business community, with which 
he had a "working alliance," would become alienated, and 
that loss of its support might well tip the balance in 
favor of Kearns and the American party, with the result
9of loss of control of the state.
In this period, Smoot had a valuable ally in his 
hand-picked governor, William Spry. Spry, a former church 
mission president, state legislator, and federal marshal, 
had also served as state chairman of the Republican party. 
With extensive connections as president of a bank and an 
insurance company, and as director of several corporations, 
Spry had a substantial following of his own. He, like 
Smoot, was a faithful Mormon, but was convinced that 
prohibition would be calamitous, and that local option, 
even with its weaknesses, would present the only practical 
solution to the sticky issue of liquor control.
~ 9Reed Smoot, Letter to William Spry, June 7, 1909, 
in Governor’s Letterbox.
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The legislature which met in January, 1909 > was 
ready to impose prohibition on Utah. Heavily dominated by 
rural Mormons who favored prohibition, Smoot and Spry were 
hard put to prevent passage of a prohibition bill. When 
a bill passed the House, it took all their political skill 
at trading and pressuring to defeat it in the Senate by 
a margin of one vote01^
The legislature then devoted its attention to a
stronger local option measure, which they passed at the
end of the session. In what was regarded by many as a
cynical double-cross, Governor Spry announced his veto
of the bill, saying that the present law accomplished all
that was necessary, and that the new law was ambiguous and
11possibly unconstitutional. Thus, for two more years, 
the prohibition issue was deferred, and support from the 
Gentile business community was strengthened. Reed Smoot 
told the Quorum of the Twelve Apostles on September 29, 
1909, that he "thanked providence that the state legis­
lature had failed to pass any prohibition legislation 
during their last session (January-March, 1909)." He 
further commented that the liquor problem was a political 
question, and that it should be handled through political
1°Ibid.
11Spry to State Legislature, Letter of March 18,
1909, in Governor’s Letterbox.
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1 2processes, not as a result of conference resolutions.
Though this line of reasoning was accepted by many.
the adherents of prohibition were gaining strength. They
made an abortive try, in the 1909 Salt Lake City municipal
elections, to form a Citizen’s ticket, joining Republicans
and Democrats to defeat the Americans. When the prohi-
tionists demanded the inclusion of a prohibition plank in
the platform, the plan fell apart, and the Americans,
actually a minority party, won a g a i n . ^
The prohibitionists next concentrated on the election
of legislators pledged to work for prohibition in the fall
of 1910. Smoot and Spry, seeing the problem, gave lip
service to virtue by including in the Republican party
platform a nebulous program calling for local option in
the cities and prohibition in rural areas. An obvious
extension of local option, the plank rallied Republicans
and helped them to defeat the Americans in areas where
1 Lthey had been gaining strength throughout the state.
Smoot and Spry were interested in retaining political 
control of the state. No doubt, they had to compromise 
their personal beliefs to accomplish this, but they were
1 2Reed Smoot Diaries, August 8, 1909.
1 3Deseret News, September 2, 1909, p.
^Ibid., November 6, 1910, p. 1.
able to convince President Joseph F. Smith of the wisdom 
of their strategy. Smith, of all the church's leaders, 
was the most politically oriented, and the contentions 
of his trusted associates, Smoot and Spry, were enough to 
convince him that the time was not yet ripe for the impos­
ition of prohibition. While Smith was not able to stop 
the prohibitionists, he was able to modify their influence.
Political strategy was not the sole prerogative of 
the Republicans. Grant, a life-long Democrat, now rallied 
that deeply divided party around the cause of prohibition. 
Since to dedicated church members, it was a call to cham­
pion virtue against evil, he was able to recruit those 
favoring reform from the Republicans as well as the Demo­
crats. In the Quorum of the Twelve Apostles he gained 
the open support of David 0. McKay, Francis M. Lyman,
John Henry Smith, Hyrum M. Smith, and others to a lesser 
1 5extent. J
On June 2, 1911 > Spry wrote to Smoot that the efforts 
of several Republicans were directed toward forcing prohi­
bition on the party, and were having a "tendency to alien­
ate support from the Republican party because of the fact
that they feel they are not getting the treatment they
1 6are entitled to." Smoot's reply agreed with Spry and
1^Reed Smoot Diaries, October 1911.
16William Spry, Letter to Reed Smoot, June 2, 1911> 
in Governor's Letterbox,,
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indicated which support the Republicans might lose when 
he said that, "The only result that the present campaign 
can have is to create a feeling of unrest among the busi­
ness men of the state and cause bitter feeling between
1 7the Mormon and non-Mormon elements." '
Jospeh F. Smith gave his assent to that statement, 
and on October 4, 1911» at a meeting of the Quorum of the 
Twelve Apostles in the Salt Lake Temple, voiced the opin­
ion that the members of the quorum should not advocate 
state-wide prohibition until some further date. The 
objecting apostles, feeling it was an over-riding moral
issue, disagreed, but reluctantly went along with his
18program.
The American party lost the Salt Lake City muni­
cipal elections in 1911, and the Republicans were able to 
win re-election to all state offices in 1912 in the face 
of a national split in their party which elected a Demo­
cratic president, Woodrow Wilson.
With the American party discredited and defeated, 
and his first popular election coming up (the 1914 elec­
tions were the first in which United States Senators were 
elected by popular vote, instead of by the state legis-
1?Reed Smoot, Letter to William Spry, June 7, 1911, 
in Governor’s Letterbox.
5S
1%eed Smoot Diaries, October 4, 1911.
latures), Reed Smoot bowed to the inevitable. Although 
he managed to keep the prohibition problem out of the 
party’s struggle in the 1914 election, he let it be known 
that he was now open to persuasion on the matter. Presi­
dent Smith announced that the time had come, and that he
19was in favor of prohibition "in one form or another."
On September 30, 1914, Charles W. Nibley, presiding 
bishop of the church, wrote to Smoot, reporting on a meet­
ing including' Senator Sutherland and "Ed" (presumably 
Callister or Loose) . . . "with President Smith on prohi­
bition matters that some of our folks are unwisely press­
ing at this time. We think we have this matter well in 
hand, and we are doing everything possible to keep that 
question out of the campaign this fall."20 On October 2, 
Charles W. Morris wrote to Smoot, "As I wired you, the 
prohibition matter has been adjusted. I do not expect 
we will have more serious trouble with that. It threat­
ened, however, that our success was anything but sure."21
The Utah Prohibition League, headed by John Mills 
Whitaker, had other ideas. This group started agitating 
for immediate state-wide prohibition, castigating Utahns 
for failing to follow the lead of other states who had
19Ibid., November 8, 1914«
2(~Ibid. , October 7, 1914.
21 Ibid.
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already banned "demon rum" from their midst. The league 
made prohibition a moral and religious issue and supported 
the election of state legislators who would work for pro­
h i b i t i o n . 2 2  in this they had the support of the prohibi­
tion minded apostles and the tacit approval, if not the 
actual support of President Joseph F. Smith and Reed Smoot. 
Governor Spry, still advocating local option, had been re­
elected in 1912j so did not actively enter the controversy.
With Smoot safely re-elected, President Smith gave 
his approval to the campaign for prohibition, and Reed 
Smoot, always sensitive to changes in the political cli­
mate, acknowledged that the time had come to consider its 
acceptance. The new state legislature, overwhelmingly 
prohibition-minded, was sure to pass a prohibition bill, 
which left Governor Spry, the leading advocate of local 
option, standing almost alone in the struggle against 
what he believed to be a completely unworkable plan. Spry 
was desperately trying to keep the Republican party from
1 !
losing the valued backing of the Gentile businessmen who 
held the balance of power (as well as providing substanti­
al campaign contributions) in the party. Deserted by 
Smith and Smoot, he made a deal with the prohibition pro­
ponents in the legislature. Knowing that they at last had 
the strength to pass a prohibition bill, Spry agreed to
60
22Whitaker, Daily Journal, May 8, 1914.
accept it "if it was what the people wanted"— and if the 
bill contained a provision for a statewide referendum*2  ^
Although they accepted his deal, the leaders of the 
prohibition forces had no intention of losing the victory 
they scented. The legislature passed the Wootton Bill 
without the agreed referendum provision--after obtaining 
from Attorney-General Barnes an opinion stating that the 
referendum was both unnecessary and too e x p e n s i v e . At 
the end of the session, they sent the bill to Spry and 
adjourned.
The governor, however, in a stinging rebuke to the 
lawmakers vetoed the bill, saying that on such an import­
ant matter, the people should express their will. The 
public cries of outrage were loud and violent. The Salt 
Lake Tribune immediately charged that President Smith had 
encouraged Spry and influenced his vote. Reporters and 
legislators surrounded the governor in the Hotel Utah, and 
in a direct confrontation, Spry lost his temper. News­
paper headlines the following day tell the story best:
"Brother Spry?s volcanic Profanity!"
"When Trapped in the Hotel Utah by the Sena­
tor, He Gives them a Cussing Out in Lurid Speech!"
"Prof. Nelson of BYU Exposes the Whole Dis­
graceful Mess Culminating in the Hotel Utah Confer­
ence."
^ Deseret News, March 19, 1915* p. 1-2.
2Z*'A.G. Barnes, Attorney-General, Letter to William 
Sory, March 17, 1915, in Governor’s Letterbox.
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"The People Get Wrathy!"
"The Devil and A Crooked Governor Make a 
Majority.
At this point, Smoot was ready to accept prohibition
as inevitable, but Spry felt it was completely unworkable
and would not agree. On August 2, 1915, assuming Spry
would run for a third term as governor, Smoot tried to
persuade him to accept a prohibition plank in the Repub-
p  Alican platform, but Spry adamantly refused. On Septem­
ber 13, Smoot again tried, again failed, and noting in his
diary that Spry was not the man for governor began specu-
27lating on possible alternatives®
There appears to have been a very deep mutual respect 
for each other,in the attitude of these two men. Smoot 
had the power of the church behind him, while Spry had a 
strong personal following. Neither at this time was 
strong enough to win without the other, and neither would 
concede his position to the other. Smoot tried again to 
move Spry with similar results on March 6, 1916.
Emphasizing his refusal to run on a prohibition 
platform, Spry took party leaders, Joe Eldredge and Gus 
Becker with him to see Smoot and Sutherland in Washington,,
25peseret News, Salt Lake Tribune, Salt Lake Tele­
gram, Herald-Republican, March 20, 1915, all on p. 1„
P AReed Smoot Diaries, August 2, 1915*
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2^Ibid., September.13, 1915»
Eldredge, a Mormon businessman, and Becker, a Gentile 
brewer, supported Spry’s position, but the trip was 
in vain, for Smoot too could not be moved. He was 
convinced that prohibition was inevitable and did not 
intend to be caught on the wrong side of such a vital 
issue when it would be finally decided. The Senator, 
calling in his heavy artillery, arranged for a confer­
ence with President Smith, trying first to persuade 
Spry to accept a prohibition plank. Failing in this, 
he tried to persuade him to forego a third term, to 
instead accept a seat in Congress or the management of 
the Herald-Reoublican0 But Spry would only promise not
p &to bolt the ticket if he were not renominated. °
In the September nominating convention, Spry lost 
to Nephi Morris— 313 1/3 to 188. Although Smoot,
Smith, and prohibition had won the day, it was at the 
cost of party unity. Even though Spry kept his pledge 
not to bolt the party for a' third party, he with his 
followers refused to make the nomination u n a m i n o u s . 2 ^
The irreparable sDlit in the party gave the state 
its first Gentile governor when Morris lost to Simon Bam­
berger. Sutherland lost his Senate seat to William H, 
King, and Utah followed the general trend of the nation,
2gIbid., March 6, 1916,
29peseret News, September 26, 1916, p. 5»
giving the Democrats a virtual clean sweep of state and 
local offices.
When prohibition was quickly enacted by the 1917 
legislature, Utah became the twelfth of the United States 
to embark on the "noble experiment," Moralists claimed 
that virtue had triumphed and though prohibition brought 
with it many problems, the church was at last on the side 
consistent with its teachings, eliminating compromises 
with the forces of e v i l , 30
64
-^Whitaker, Daily Journal, February 5, 1917«
V. POLYGAMY AND THE PROBLEMS IT CREATED
When Joseph Smith began teaching the doctrine of 
plural marriage to his followers, he initiated a long 
chain of events which years later culminated in the dis- 
incorporation of his church, the seizure of its property, 
and the disfranchisement of Its people, bringing the full 
power of the United States government down upon the people 
and territory of Utah,
The Mormons were not strangers to the enmity and 
persecution of their neighbors. Their beliefs and prac­
tices had caused them to be driven out of New York, Ohio, 
Missouri, and I Ilinois, into the barren West where they 
hoped to be so far away from other peoples that they 
could practice their religion unmolested. While their 
isolation was short-lived, their continued economic 
solidarity and numerical superiority in the new land 
caused their antagonists to use different means to attack 
them. In Ohio, Missouri, and Illinois, the night-riding 
mobs, tar pots, whips, guns, biased courts and corrupt 
public officials had been used effectively to dislodge 
the "peculiar people" who had always been in the minority. 
With their arrival in Utah for the first time in their 
history, the Mormons were In the majority, with no near
neighbors to resent their unity or strength. This soon 
necessitated a different type of opposition from their 
opponents.
After Congress admitted Utah as a territory in 1850 
instead of as the State of Deseret, conflict between Mor­
mon theocratic leaders who had held the reins of govern­
ment from the time of settlement, and federally appointed 
officials and judges was inevitable. When appointed 
officials and judges tried to assume control and enforce 
their authority, the Mormons ignored or evaded them. The 
Mormon-controlled territorial legislature granted criminal 
jurisdiction to the territory’s probate courts (whose
judges were locally elected), assuring friendly local
1courts with sweeping powers.
After the church’s public announcement of the doc- 
trine of polygamy (plural marriage) in 1852, its adver­
saries had something concrete on which to base their 
opposition. Prior to the announcement of the plural 
marriage doctrine, opposition to the Mormons had been 
unorganized, based on locally generated issues such as 
fear of economic potential and the political power of the 
rapidly growing church. With this doctrine the "Saints”
1 Territorial Laws of Utah, 1855, Ch. I, sec. 29.
2Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints, Semi­
annual Conference Report, Deseret News, October 30, 1852, 
p. 1 .
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had at last given their foes a solid moral issue against 
which they could campaign, and the pulpit and press of 
the nation were universal in their condemnation of the 
practice. Polygamy was equated with slavery as a "relic
3of barbarism," and the crusade against polygamy was 
pushed with all the fervor of the abolitionist.
As with slavery, those who fought against polygamy 
had to depend on bombast and moralizing, since no federal 
law even mentioned the subject„ As more Mormons came to 
Utah, the struggle for political control of the state 
began. This contention, combined with the resistance of 
the Mormon people to the federal territorial officials 
brought them into open conflict with the government of 
the United States.
Reports from disaffected territorial officials that 
the people of Utah were in open rebellion against the laws 
and government of the United States prompted President 
James Buchanan to order 2,500 federal troops to Utah to 
"put down the rebellion" of the* Mormons, As the troops 
neared Utah and word was received of the approaching army, 
the inhabitants of the territory became desperate. While 
armed men prepared to defend their homes, settlements were 
evacuated, and raiding parties destroyed the army’s supply 
trains and ran off their livestock. The raiders burned
3Republican Platform of 1856, Deseret News,
December 6, 1856, p. 1.
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church-owned Fort Bridger and Fort Supply and fired the
grass on which the army would have to depend for fodder
for their animals in order to reach Utah, A reprieve was
gained when early winter storms forced the army into
winter camp, delaying their entry into Utah. During the
winter, calmer heads prevailed and peace commissioners
negotiated an agreement. With the Mormons offering no
resistance, and the army respecting their rights and
4property, armed conflict was averted.
No doubt irritated by the presence of the troops, 
the Mormons took pride in that for the first time they 
had been able to successfully defend their homes and 
institutions against their enemies. Even the might of 
the United States had not prevailed against them.
With the imminence of the Civil War, the federal 
government seemed inclined to move slowly in seeking a 
solution to the "Mormon problem." The Mormons, it was 
realized, did not pose the threat of splitting the nation, 
as did the rebellious Southern states.^ When Abraham 
Lincoln succeeded to the presidency, he compared the 
Mormons to a large tree which had fallen on a field.
Since it was "too hard to chop, too green to burn, and
^Roberts, Comprehensive History of the Church, IV,
188.
^William H. Hooper, Territorial Delegate, Letter to 




6too heavy to move, he just plowed around it."
More converts came to Utah, and the people prospered, 
while the institution of plural marriage became more firm­
ly established. When Congress in 1862 passed the Morrill
ignored it, continuing to follow the ’'higher law" or God* 
which they asserted must be obeyed, since a choice must 
be made between God’s law and that of man. The Mormons 
could safely disregard the lav;. They knew if they were 
prosecuted their friendly probate courts would either 
dismiss the charge for lack of evidence, since marriages 
were not recorded by civil authority, or suspend sentence 
on a guilty plea to a lesser charge. Disobedience to the 
act continued, and enforcement was nil.
After the end of the Civil War, with the nation 
absorbed in rebuilding, it was not until 1874 that the 
Poland Act was passed. This act made "unlawful cohabita­
tion" a crime, and permitted enforcement of the law by 
taking away the criminal jurisdiction of the Utah probate
g
courts, giving the federal courts jurisdiction.
^Stanley S. Ivins, "Notes on Mormon Polygamy," Utah 
Historical Quarterly, XXXV (Fall, 1967), 309-21.
7Anti-Bigamy Act, prohibiting plural marriage, the Mormons
Statutes at Large, XII,
Faced with the possibility of effective prosecution,
the Mormons took refuge in delaying tactics. In 1$74,
George Reynolds submitted to a "friendly suit" to test
the legality of the Morrill Act. After a year’s delay,
when a faulty indictment required a re-trial, he was found
guilty and sentenced to prison. The long process of
appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States consumed
two more years, and it was not until January, 1S79, that
9his conviction was upheld, and the Mormons had a warn­
ing of things to come.
Still openly disregarding the law, they continued 
to contract plural marriages, while opposition from the 
rest of the nation to this practice continued to grow. 
Repeated attempts to achieve statehood were rejected, and 
it became clear that Utah would not become a state as long 
as its people persisted in their defiance of the law.
The patience of Congress became strained, and in 1$$2 the
10Edmunds Act was passed, removing the last possibility 
of effective resistance to the law. This act established 
the Utah Commission vesting a five man board with the 
powers of government. All elective offices in the state 
were declared vacant, and a new panel of registrars was 
appointed to purge the voters' lists by removing poly-
^Reynolds v. U.S., 9$ U.S. 145, 25 L ed 244 (1879).
10Edmunds Act, U.S. Code, Vol X, sec. 1461 (1952).
garnists names, both male and female. Using a rigid test 
oath, the commission disfranchised Dolygamists, all who 
had been polygamists, and in many cases, those who ack­
nowledged membership in the Mormon Church, because the
11church officially advocated plural marriage.
In the elections of 1880, Mormon influence at the 
polls in Utah was still overwhelming. George Q. Cannon, 
re-elected to his post as territorial delegate by a fifteen 
to one majority, was denied his seat in the House of Rep­
resentatives because he was a polygamist. The Liberal 
(anti-Mormon) party took over the state’s elective offices 
while the church’s leaders were either prosecuted and 
imprisoned or became fugitives. Federal marshals in ever- 
increasing numbers sought the hiding places of the fugitive 
"cohabs,” filling the territorial prison with men who
believed that their obedience to the ’’higher law” of God
12took precedence over the law of the land.
John Taylor, third president of the church, admitted 
the hopelessness of their case when he spoke at the general 
conference of the church in April, 1881, saying:
While the excitement lasts, it is useless to 
reason with the world; when it subsides, we can 
talk to them. We do not wish to place ourselves 
in a state of antagonism, nor act defiantly toward 
this government. We will fulfill the letter, so 
far as is practicable, of that unjust, inhuman,
11S. George Ellsworth, ’’Utah’s Struggle for State­
hood,” Utah Historical Quarterly, XXXI (January, 1963),p.65.
12Ibid., p. 67.
oppressive, and unconstitutional law . „ . But we 
cannot sacrifice every principle of human right .
„ . While we are God-fearing and law-abiding, and 
respect all honorable men and officers, we are no 
craven serfs, and have not learned to lick the feet 
of oppressors, nor to bow in base submission to 
unreasonable clamor* We will contend, inch by inch, 
legally and constitutionally, for our rights as 
American citizens,1^
Time had run out for the Mormons and their practice 
of plural marriage. Congress apparently determined to 
stamp out the custom would brook no delay. In 1887, it 
passed the Edmunds-Tucker Act, disincorporating the 
church, and under its provisions, the federal govern­
ment confiscated the assets of the church. As this actTs 
repressive measures were being applied to the church,
John Taylor, president of the church, died while a fugi­
tive in 1887, leaving the church without a chief pre­
siding officer for two years. Prosecutions were deter­
minedly pursued with no relief in sight for the beleagured 
Mormons, During the next three years, federal officers 
continued to strive for convictions. On September 25, 
1890, Wilford Woodruff, who assumed the presidency of the 
church the previous year, announced the termination of
1 5plural marriage as an official doctrine of the church.
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13Church of Jesds Christ of Latter-day Saints, Semi- 
nnual Conference Report of the Church, April 1881 (Salt 
Lake City: Deseret News Press, 1S81).
14Brigham H. Roberts, Life of John Taylor (Salt Lake 
City: Deseret News Publishing Company, 1923)} p. 414.
15church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints, Semi- 
Annual Conference Report of the Church, October, 1890 (Salt 
Lake City: Deseret News Press, Salt Lake City, Utah, 1890).
In his declaration he affirmed his intention of obeying 
the law of the land, advising all the members of the 
church to do likewise.
This act of complicance was evidently satisfactory 
to the federal authorities. Prosecutions for polygamy 
ceased, as President Harrison and Cleveland in 1$93 and 
1894 issued proclamations of amnesty. An enabling act was 
passed the same year and Utah was admitted in 1$96.1°
It was at this point that Utah faced its second 
struggle with polygamy. Three generations of Mormons 
had been taught that plural marriage was divinely ordained, 
and in the long years preceding statehood they continued 
to contract marriages that were in violation of federal 
laws during a good part of that time. When the state's 
constitution was written (as in previously submitted con­
stitutions), a chapter forever forbidding polygamy was 
solemnly included and endorsed by the members of the con­
vention— many of whom were polygamists.1?
Apologists for the institution of polygamy as it 
prevailed in the state of Utah have for many years claimed 
that a surplus of women living in the state made plural 
marriage a social and economic necessity. Maintaining 
that Mormon missionaries had converted more women to the
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1^Ellsworth, "Utah’s Struggle for Statehood,” p. 6S.
1?Ibid.
church than men, these apologists justify plural marriage 
as a practical solution to a social problem. Strangely 
enough, probably one of the most persuasive defenders of 
the system was a man who for many years had been estranged 
from the church. This champion of the Mormon marriage 
customs was Edward H. Tullidge, a Godbeite— excommunicated 
from the church in 1869, although later readmitted to mem­
bership. Emphasizing repeatedly that he was not a poly­
gamist, Tullidge in 1886 defended the custom as having 
provided a great stimulus to the growth of Utah’s popula­
tion:
The population of this territory, in fact, has 
grown largely out of Mormon polygamy, and instead of 
deteriorating the race, U  has, in this case, replen­
ished and improved it. Emigrations from Europe pour­
ing in yearly, bringing a surplus of females from 
the robust and fruitful races of Scandinavia and 
Great Britain, their marriage with a dominant pioneer 
element of the American stock has given stamina to 
families and population to the country.- Indeed, 
Mormon polygamy has done nearly as much for the pop­
ulation of Utah as emigration itself.
Tullidgefs rationalization of plural marriage as a
social necessity and the inference that the benefits of a
rapid population growth were due to the practice cannot
stand close scrutiny. A careful study of the United Census
figures for the period from 1850 to 1910 shows that in
every census men outnumbered women in Utah. The claim
that more women of marriageable ages were converted to
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1^ Tullidge, History of Salt Lake City, p. 101
Mormonism and immigrated to Utah must also be critically 
appraised, for the same census figures, considering the 
age groups from fifteen to forty-five show that the same 
basic percentages apply with no material variations®19 
Thus, there is no valid reason to assume that the 
practice of plural marriage contributed materially to the 
population growth in Utah when considered as an alterna­
tive to monogamous marriage practices. Simply put* when 
women entered into polygamous unions, a higher percentage 
of men were left without wives; men who could probably 
have been expected to father at least as many children as
their polygamous counterparts® Plural wives actually
20bore fewer children than their monogamous neighbors.
Dedicated Mormons who practiced plural marriage 
did so for entirely religious motives. When Joseph
/
Smith introduced the doctrine, he taught his followers 
that in part their hope of exaltation in the hereafter 
depended upon the number of their progeny. By an adopt­
ion of the patriarchal order of biblical times in taking 
plural wives, they could sire more children, and there­
fore assure themselves of greater glory in the hereafter.
When first introduced in the church, plural marriage
19For Table comparing census figures of males and 
females in Utah for the years 1$50-1910, see Appendix B,
20ivins, "Notes on Mormon Polygamy," pp. 309-21,
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was strictly regulated. Only the most worthy men were
allowed to take multiple wives, and this was not always
by choice. Church leaders chose ("called") those selected,
and often acceptance of the call was based on obedience
to the leaders rather than on a desire to take another
mate. Initially no man was allowed to take an additional
wife without the consent of his first wife (or wives).
If this consent were not freely given, the pressure of the
church leadership was often exerted on the reluctant spouse,
equating a refusal with disobeying and obstructing the
21will of God. Few could stand such pressure.
Joseph Smith, in 1844, had given the world and his 
people the "Articles of Faith," solemnly declaring in 
Article 12 that, "We believe in being subject to kings, 
presidents, rulers, and magistrates; in obeying, honoring, 
and sustaining the l a w . " 2 2  In 1844, when no law forbade 
plural marriage, it was easy to say that the Mormons were 
law-abiding. When the new laws came, a people who took 
pride in their obedience to the law found that their relig­
ious beliefs placed them outside the law. What then was 
the reason for the continuing disregard of the law by mem­
bers of the Mormon Church? People who had. tried in vain
21 Ibid., p. 318.
22Joseph Smith, "The Wentworth Letter," as quoted in 
Times and Seasons (Nauvoo, Illinois), March 1, 1842, p. 1.
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to rely on the law for justice in Ohio, Missouri, Illinois, 
and Territorial Utah now found that the law was against 
them. When the test came, many chose their religion and 
the subsequent oenalties for disobedience to the law.
Rationalization came easily to a people whose liberty, 
oroperty, and lives had been taken by mobs acting with the 
connivance and protection of the law. When their eighty- 
three year old president, Wilford Woodruff, finally sub­
mitted to the law, they had only one other example to 
follow. Of all the general authorities of the church at 
the time of the Manifesto, only one, Apostle Anthon H.
Lund, was not a polygamist. Some had been fugitives,
and others had served prison terms, but none had or ever
23did abandon a plural wife.
During the breathing spell provided by the Manifesto 
and the subsequent relaxation of prosecution, members of 
the church had to adjust to the new circumstances in which 
they found themselves. Prosecutions had stopped in most 
cases, and by tacit agreement, state and federal author­
ities ^hen made no further attempts to enforce the laws 
aerainst unlawful cohabitation. The church, in its con­
tribution to peace, refused to sanction further plural 
marriages, and had even torn down the Endowment House
23/^William ; Lund, Assistant Historian, Church of 
Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints, private interview in 
office of the Church Historian, Salt Lake City, Utah,
April 8, 1968.
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prior to the Mainfesto in order to prevent unsanctioned
24marriages. The general idea was that if no new marriages 
were contracted, Mormons could care for their previously 
acquired families and the institution of polygamy would 
soon die out.
This seemed a mutually agreeable and practicable 
solution for all parties involved. Federal officials 
showed no vindictiveness, and the adversaries of the 
church, who really wanted political control of Utah, had 
succeeded in humbling the Mormons. They enjoyed most of 
the state’s political patronage, and occupied a dispro­
portionate share of political offices. They had established 
the principle of barring polygamists from high elective 
office, so they were able to keep a large portion of the 
control they enjoyed. The church’s leaders had been in­
timidated to the point that the influence of the church 
in political affairs was actually being exerted on behalf 
of Gentile candidates to the exclusion of M o r m o n s .
For a few years, peace of a sort came to Utah poli­
tics, but it was not to endure. Two factors upset the 
balance, threatening to destroy the tenuous truce which 
existed. First was the rebellion of some members of the 
church, reflecting their refusal to accept the Manifesto
2 LlChurch of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints, 
Semi-annual Conference Report, October, 1$90.
25Reuben J. Snow, "The American Party in Utah," p.10$.
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of 1890. Some read into Woodruff’s ’’advice" an invita­
tion to continue plural marriage as an undercover practice. 
In their thinking, resistance and evading of the law was 
still the course to be pursued, as it had been for years. 
Subsequent statements by church leaders stressing compli­
ance with the law were ignored; they did not have the 
force of commandment. If it were really the intention of 
the church to abandon the practice, why were not violators 
punished? Aside from published declarations of intention, 
little was done to insure compliance with the law. With 
only one of the general authorities of the church not a 
practicing polygamist, it is possible that others were 
reluctant to do more than pay lip service to the repudia­
tion of the doctrine they had accepted for so long.
At least five members of the Quorum of the Twelve 
Apostles went beyond that point. At least three of the 
twelve took new plural wives after the Manifesto (as late 
 ^^  2 6as 1896), and at least four secretly performed plural
27marriages for members of the church. ' How extensive this 
practice became may never be known, for these marriages
2 &Smoot Proceedings, 1904-06, passim. Abraham Cannon, 
George W. 'Teasdale, and John W. Taylor were identified in 
testimony before the committee by various witnesses.
27Ibid, Matthias F. Cowley, John W. Taylor, George 
W. Teasdale, and Marriner W. Merrill were so identified in 
testimony before the committee by numerous witnesses.
were unlicensed and unrecorded in either church or civil
records. It was done frequently enough to soon become an
open scandal, and the world soon knew that at least a
portion of the Mormon people had not abandoned polygamy,
and had no intention of doing so. Seven new appointments
to the quorum between 1890 and 1904 began to change the
balance in that body; three were polygamists and four were
2 8not.'' The First Council of the Seventy yet remained a
29stronghold of polygamists. John R. Winder, a monogamist,
who was not an apostle, was named as a counselor in the
30First Presidency of the church.
With the election of Reed Smoot to the Senate in 
1903, the conflict between the Mormons and their enemies 
was renewed. Following his incriminating appearances 
before the Senate Committee on Elections and Privileges 
(actually used as a forum for anti-Mormon charges), Joseph 
F. Smith realized that he must take a positive stand or 
see the whole painful past struggle re-opened. At the
28Lund, private interview. Reed Smoot (1900), Hyrum 
Mack Smith (1901), George Albert Smith (1903), and Charles 
W. Penrose (1904),were not polygamists. Matthias Cowley 
(1^97), Abraham 0. Woodruff (1897), and Rudger Clawson 
(1898) were practicing polygamists.
29Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints,
Annual Conference Report of the Church, April, 1890 
(Salt Lake City: Deseret News Press, 1890). George 
Reynolds, who had been imprisoned for polygamy in the 
test case of 1879 was appointed to the First Council 
of the Seventy.
30Ibid.
April Conference of the Church in 1904, he issued his
directive which has become known as the "Second Manifesto.
In this directive, Smith left no doubt as to the official
position of the church regarding plural marriages. He
declared that the church did not authorize or sanction
any illegal marriages, and threatened excommunication for
31anyone who violated that ban. Although this threat of 
punishment sounded authoritative and severe, its appli­
cation was not. More than a year after their refusal to 
testify before the Senate committee, Matthias Cowley and 
John W* Taylor were permitted to resign from the Quorum 
of the Twelve Apostles. Cowley was disfellowshipped and
remained in the church, while Taylor was not excommun-
32icated until 1911* Both had performed plural marriages, 
and Taylor had taken two additional wives in defiance of
33the church’s proclamations.
Four deaths between 1903 and 1907 further thinned 
the ranks of the polygamists in the Quorum, and for the 
first time, a majority of the members of the Quorum were 
not practicing polygamists. The presidency of the church 
gradually instituted a policy of not appointing the remain 
ing known polygamists to positions of honor and authority.
31Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints,
Annual Conference Report of the Church. April, 1904 
(Salt Lake City: Deseret News Press, 1904).
32Deseret News, March 29, 1911) p. 1.
33Smoot Proceedings, 1904-06, passim.
By 1907, the reluctance of the church to enforce its
ban on plural marriages threatened to bring on another
full-fledged anti-Mormon crusade* The Smoot Hearings,
which ended in 1906, had already revealed that many
Mormons were not only living with plural wives, but were
continuing to contract and perform plural marriages.
Worse, in spite of its announced "hard line," nothing
was being done to enforce its ban, and enemies of the
church began to charge that the church had not really
renounced the practice, but was actually continuing plural
marriage as church doctrine, and in so doing, disregarding
and disobeying the nation’s laws.
Senator Reed Smoot was worried. He knew the hatred
and prejudice which existed in Congress, and his diary
records many attempts to convince Smith that he must
crack down on those who flouted both civil and church
34authority. It was in response to this pressure, and 
possibly in the hope that he could avoid taking direct 
action that Smith and his counselors published in April,
1907, "An Address: The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter- 
day Saints to the World."
1This address was an appeal to the world to under­
stand the position of the church. It had banished the
Reed Smoot Diaries, as quoted in Merrill, 
"Reed Smoot," p. 111 *
34
practice of polygamy from the doctrine of the church, and 
in the years since the Woodruff Manifesto of 1890, the few 
remaining polygamists had dropped from a high of 2,451 in 
1890 to 897 in 1900, and "probably less than 500" by 19073 
the date of the address * Their plea was that if left alone, 
the old men and women still living in polygamy would soon 
be a memory. In the meantime, the church disclaimed any 
responsibility for those who refused to obey the law, say­
ing that the church could not help it if there were some
who refused to obey; there were always some members of
35any society who would not conform.
No doubt the conditions Smith described were a 
reflection of what he wanted to believe, but according 
to his critics, they did not represent the facts. Critics 
charged that the statistics he used were far from complete 
or accurate, and did not take into account the many plural 
marriages performed between 1890 and 1904. Further, they 
added, the church’s failure to actively suppress the 
practice constituted endorsement and consent. The 
position of the church was not improved by the controversy 
which raged between the Salt Lake Ministerial Association
35Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints,
Annual Conference Report. April, 1907. (Salt Lake City; 
Deseret News Press, 1907).
 ^ASalt Lake Ministerial Association, An Answer to 
An Address Given by Joseph F. Smith in April, 1907,
Damohlet, Utah Historical Society files, Salt Lake City, 
Utah, 1907.
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and the combative Brigham H. Roberts, chief apologist for 
the church. Although Roberts was a brilliant and persuas­
ive advocate, the validity of his arguments was questioned 
because of his admission before the House that he had
37contracted a secret marriage in violation of the law.
With the political situation worsening, Smoot 
continued to urge both the church presidency and the 
Quorum of the Twelve Apostles to take action against the 
polygamists in the church who defiantly continued to 
contract and perform plural marriages. It was not until 
1910 that the Quorum began to act against the most flagrant 
offenders. Fighting an up-hill battle, Smoot and his 
allies in the Cuorum finally prevailed, and several poly­
gamists were excommunicated; others were removed from 
church offices, and a policy instituted denying church 
offices to any practicing polygamy. Smoot and his 
Dolitical lieutenant, E. H. Callister, proposed the re­
organization of fifteen stake presidencies, which they 
claimed would silence criticism of the church by removing 
prominent polygamists from positions of authority. The 
best they could get from a reluctant church president
37U.S. Congress, House, Report of Special Committee 
on the Case of B. H. Roberts, .passim. Roberts admitted In 
direct testimony to a secret illegal marriage (his third) 
which took place in Apr4l, 1890, performed by Daniel H. 
Wells, former first counselor in the first presidency.
Bi+
was a policy which ignored those who had contracted 
plural marriages between 1&90 and 1910, and gradual re­
placement of polygamists in responsible positions with 
those who had accepted the principle of monogamy. Al­
though Smoot confided in his diary as late as 1911 that 
he had warned President Smith that another investigation 
by Congress was a distinct possibility, (His comment:
"We cannot stand another investigation; we are in no
position to defend ourselves."), the steam appears to
39have been let out of the anti-Mormon crusade.
Beginning late in 1910, the church promptly ex­
communicated every person found to be involved in any 
way in a new plural marriage (whenever discovered), and 
gave its cooperation and assistance to the courts in 
exposing and prosecuting them. . Officials in turn ignored 
those remaining polygamists who had contracted plural 
marriages in good faith, preferring to let the years 
erase the last vestiges of an outmoded custom. ^
Plural marriage in Utah has had a slow death; in 
fact, many will argue that it is still a flourishing 
practice. Plural marriage as a practice of the church 
had its end twenty years after Wilford Woodruff issued
Reed Smoot Diaries, 1909-11> passim. 
39Ibid., April 2, 1911.
^Ivins, "Notes on Mormon Polygamy," p. 321.
the Manifesto. When the leaders of the church finally 
decided to enforce its edicts, a few examples were enough. 
The people were at long last convinced, and resistance 
became a thing of the past. The Mormons had finally 
come to the realization that they must accept the 
standards of the rest of the nation if they were ever 
to live at peace with their neighbors.
VI. THE RESURGENCE OF THE DEMOCRATS
The Democratic party in modern Utah has its origins 
in the early 1890ts following the dissolution of the old 
Liberal and People’s parties. Both of the major national 
parties had ignored local party organization in the state 
during its decades as a territory. Before the passage of 
the Enabling Act in 1894, both parties recognized newly 
formed organizations in the prospective state and accepted 
them as part of the national party structure. Old rival­
ries were laid aside, and both Mormon and non-Mormon par­
ticipated in lively contests with their national counter­
parts.
Utah had had a tradition of affection for the Demo­
cratic party. This was certainly to be expected, for 
during the long territorial period, every major anti- 
Mormon legislation,had been passed by Republican controlled 
Congresses and Republican presidents. Abraham Lincoln ap­
proved the Morrill Act in 1862; U. S. Grant signed the 
poland Act in 1874; James A. Garfield enforced the repres- 
sive Edmunds Act in 1882; and Rutherford B. Hayes sanc­
tioned the Edmunds-Tucker Act of 1887. All four of these 
presidents were Republicans, and during pre-statehood days 
it is easy to understand why there was little enthusiasm
for them in Utah. Vi/hen statehood became a reality, it was 
a Democratic president, Grover Cleveland, who signed the 
Enabling Act and state constitution and proclaimed Utah 
a state.
In spite of this tradition, the Republicans domin­
ated the state's first organizational elections— winning 
the governorship, both United States Senate seats, and 
the state’s lone House seat.1 When the 1895 elections 
drew near, two orominent Democrats, both general authori­
ties of the Mormon Church announced their candidacies for 
Congress. Moses Thatcher, a member of the Quorum of Twelve 
Apostles, sought election to the Senate, and Brigham H. 
Roberts of the First Council of the Seventy ran for the 
House.
During the early part of the campaign, Joseph F. 
Smith, then first counselor in the first presidency of 
the church, commented publicly that neither Thatcher nor 
Roberts had obtained prior approval of their candidacy 
from the first presidency. When Roberts was defeated in 
the primary and Thatcher had lost in the legislature, both 
bitterly charged that they had been defeated by Smith’s 
announcement, which they implied had been a directive to 
the members of the church to vote against them. Smith’s 
Republican affiliation was proof enough to them that the
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^Roberts, Comprehensive History of the Church. I,
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leadership of the church was using its influence to defeat 
Democrats.2
Wilford Woodruff, the church's elderly president, 
issued his Political Manifesto during the 1^96 campaign, 
and required all the general authorities to accept its 
provisions. Simply stated, it acknowledged the church's 
priority for their services and permitted them to campaign 
for public office or accept any other appointment only 
after receiving the approval of the first presidency.^
Roberts reluctantly signed the manifesto, but That­
cher, claiming that it violated his civil rights, refused 
to sign. When after several months of soul searching, he 
still would not accept what he regarded as unwarranted 
interference with his rights as a citizen, he was dropped 
from the Quorujjn of the Twelve Apostles.^
These incidents caused considerable bitterness and 
led to a serious rift in the Democrat party in Utah. The 
feelings aroused by the Roberts-Thatcher cases seemed to 
temporarily solidify opposition to the Republicans, and 
in the off-year election of 1S9S, the Democrats took con­
trol of the state legislature. It was when the legisla­
tors met to choose a successor to Frank J. Cannon that the
2Davis Bitton, "The B. H. Roberts Case of 1S98- 
1900," Utah Historical Quarterly, XXV (January, 1957)} p. 29
^Deseret News, April 6, 1896, p. 1. See Appendix C.
^Bitton, ”B. H. Roberts Case," p. 29.
deep schism became aoparent. Cannon, who had been elected 
to the Senate as a Republican, had broken with them early 
in his term and had become a nominal Democrat. He ran for 
election as a Democrat, coming up against the "regular" 
party candidate, Alfred McCune. With another small faction 
holding out for George Q. Cannon, counselor in the first 
presidency of the church and father of Frank J. Cannon, 
none of the candidates could gain a majority, and the leg­
islature deadlocked. After sixty days during which one 
hundred forty-nine ballots were taken, the legislature 
adjourned, unable to make a choice, leaving Utah's second 
Senate seat unoccupied for two years. B. H. Roberts, who 
had won' election to the House was rejected by that body, 
and for a time Utah had only one representative in Congress.5
The political fortunes of the Democrats in Utah at 
this time were at a low ebb. They had shown that they 
were capable of winning elections, but they were so badly 
divided that they were incapable of uniting and solving 
the day-to-day problems of government.
At his ooint Joseph F. Smith and Reed Smoot saw an 
ooDortunity to step into the political vacuum. With the 
aooroval of the church's president, Lorenzo Snow, Thomas 
Kearns was named to the vacant Senate seat in 1901.^
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5Ibid., p. 1+6.
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The position of the Democrats became more precarious 
than before. Some who were church members voted for 
Republicans, although they retained their Democratic 
affiliation. Others drifted without effective party 
leadership. Unwilling to support Republicans and without 
an active organization of their own, many backed Thomas 
Kearns’ supporters when the anti-Mormon American party 
was formed in 1904. This defection to the Americans 
provided the margin of victory in winning control of the 
Salt Lake City government in 1905. It was an uneasy all­
iance, based more uoon opposition to the church’s leader­
ship and domination of the Republican party than on their
7approval of the policies of the Americans.
The Republicans, quick to exploit the schism in the 
Democratic party, openly invited the endorsement of the 
Mormon Democrats, appealing to their loyalty to the church. 
When, in 1906, William Spry, Republican party chairman, 
observed that ”if too many Democrat Mormons supported 
the Americans, he would have to make other arrangements,” 
the Salt Lake Tribune had a field day at his expense.
A large ad advised all Mormon Democrats who intended to 
vote for the Americans to notify Chairman Spry so he would 
be able to ’’make his other arrangements.” A bit of dog­
gerel, composed by Tribune editor Frank J. Cannon, was
7Ibid., p . 42.
used tellingly against the Republicans and the church
throughout the election campaign:
A marvelous schemer was Spry,
And you’re probably wondering why,
The church was prepared,
He boldly declared, ^
All the Democrat Mormons to buy.
The alliance between the unattached Democrats and 
Kearns’ followers continued, providing victories for the 
Americans in 190? and 1909, ending abruptly when the Ameri­
can party leaders opened their stockade for regulated vice, 
early in 1910. Following their outraged departure from 
the Americans, the Democrats at last began the long pro­
cess of rebuilding their own party which was to provide 
effective opposition to the well-organized Federal Bunch.
The Democrats had received a serious setback in 1909, 
when they lost the backing of their Democratic-oriented 
newspaper, the Salt Lake Herald. Senator Clark of Mon­
tana, owner of the paper, finally agreed to sell, and the 
Intermountain Republican eagerly availed itself of the 
opportunity to acquire the Herald’s valuable major wire 
service franchises.9 With the purchase, the Republicans 
derived an extra bonus when they were able to deprive the 
Democrats of their major partisan voice in Utah. They per­
haps remembered the days when the Democrats had enjoyed
^Salt Lake Tribunes October 9, 1906, p. 1,
^Reed Smoot Diaries, April 1$, 20, August 23, Sept­
ember 2, 1909«
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the prerogatives of power and did not relish the possibil­
ity of its revival.
The year 1910 was the most decisive in this period.
It was an off-year election with victory going to the 
Republicans. The Americans were soundly defeated in their 
attempt to expand their Salt Lake City toehold into state­
wide influence, presaging their loss in the 1911 munici­
pal contest. Of more importance though was the beginning 
of unity in the Democratic party. James H. Moyle, William
H. King, and Brigham H. Roberts led the strong campaign 
for the party. Although the Republicans re-elected Howell 
to the House and held a majority in the state legislature—
which returned Sutherland to the Senate— the foundation
1 0had been laid for a unified Democratic party in Utah.lu 
By uniting in opposition to Smoot, Smith and the church’s 
domination, the Democrats were able to take advantage of 
two events which enabled them to establish an effective 
two-party system in Utah.
The first was the national trend toward the Democra­
tic party when Wilson was able, due to the Roosevelt-Taft 
split in 1912, to win the presidency with less than a 
majority of the popular vote. In Utah, however, the Fed-
1
eral Bunch had firm control, so no split of any consequence 
occured.
1^ Ellen Gunnell Callister, ’’The Political Career of 
Edward Henry Callister” (unpublished Master’s thesis, Uni­
versity of Utah, 1967)* p. 61.
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Utah Democrats continued to rebuild, and when the Democra­
tic sweep of 1916 came, they were ready. Anti-church pres­
sure had been building for many years, with resentment of 
the church’s open use and control of the Republican party 
causing more and more Utahns— both Gentile and Mormon— to 
find a home in the Democratic party.
The second major event to strengthen the Democrats 
was the break-up of the Federal Bunch following the re- 
election of Reed Smoot in 1914. Strained relations between 
E. H. Callister and William Spry, longtime rivals for their
party’s gubernatorial nomination, developed when Spry had
11been the party’s choice in 1908 and again in 1912. E. C.
Loose had not endeared himself to the party regulars by
his defection to the Bull Moose party in 1912. The final
break came, however, with Spry’s refusal to accept the
church’s endorsement of prohibition and his attempt to win
a third term against the opposition of: (1) the Democrats,
(2) many of the general authorities, and (3) a hostile
majority in the state legislature. Spry’s losing battle
against these overwhelming odds served only to divide the
Republicans, while the Democrats were able to profit from
1 2them in their drive to victory. Since the president of 
the church still dominated the out-of-power Republicans,
94
111bid., p. 65.
^2Reed Smoot Diaries, November 10, 191 6*
it is interesting to note that the announced aim of the 
church— statewide prohibition— had been attained in soite 
of the defeat of the Republicans.
When Joseph F. Smith died in November, 1918, his 
successor, Democrat Keber J. Grant, used a different 
technique in influencing political affairs. With a two- 
party system established in Utah, Grant limited his par­
ticipation in partisan politcs, preferring to exert his 
influence as president of the church in a more subtle 
manner. Instead of using party machinery as Smith had, 
Grant used his influence over the predominately Mormon 
legislature when he felt the church’s interests were 
involved, winning the support of legislators of both 
parties based on their church affiliation. Because of 
the high percentage of Mormon lawmakers involved, it was 
possible to accomplish his ends without antagonizing 
either party— usually achieving control in a less obvious 
manner. With solid Mormon electoral majorities (regard­
less of party membership), quiet pressure on the faith­
ful members of the church proved to be a more effective 
technique than open and undisguised political align­
ment and pressure.
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VII. THE FEDERAL BUNCH
Beginning at the turn of the century, Reed Smoot, an 
ambitious banker, young businessman, and church leader 
gathered around him the nucleus of a political organization 
which was to dominate Utah politics until 1916. The major­
ity of his associates had similar qualifications and all 
shared a common goal— Republican victory. Many were active 
members of the Mormon Church and supported the policies of 
the church leadership. Each was a zealous Republican; most 
had some political strength in their own right; all were 
devoted supporters of Reed Smoot; none were polygamists.
Early in their career as a political partnership, 
they came under the critical attack of the Salt Lake Tri­
bune , who called them the "Smoot Gang" and the "Federal 
Bunch." The latter name caught on with both friend and foe 
alike using it in referring to them. Although the group 
varied in number from time to time, there were several who 
were closely identified with Smoot, the Republican party, 
and the Federal Bunch. Among them were:
William Spry of Tooele. Spry, an immigrant from Eng­
land arrived in Utah at the age of eleven with his parents, 
converts to the Mormon Church. Concluding his formal edu­
cation when thirteen years old, he followed several trades
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and interests, until he served a mission for his church in 
the southern states when he was twenty-one. At the end of 
his mission service, he was retained for four more years 
as president of the same mission. Returning to Utah, he 
established a stock ranch in Tooele County and entered 
local politics. He served on the school board, as county 
collector, and as a member of the Utah legislature. During 
his legislative service, he also served as a member and 
later president of the State Land Board. Spry founded and 
became president of a stockmen’s bank and an insurance com­
pany, and served as a director of several prominent compan­
ies. With his rapidly growing circle of influence, he was 
the logical man to be chosen as State Chairman of the 
Republican party in 1905.
As a reward for his services to the party, in 1906
Spry was appointed to the position of United States Marshal
for Utah, holding this position until he resigned to become
the Republican nominee for governor in 190$. During the
following eight years directly under his leadership, Utah
achieved many notable advances. The state capitol building 
was designed, built and occupied. The state highway system
was laid out and developed,with travel from one part of the 
state to another simplified. Two trans-continental high­
ways were bought into reality, and Utah was connected with 
the rest of the nation by highways as well as railroads.
Under his stewardship Utah’s banking and insurance codes 
were formulated and strengthened.
In more normal circumstances, Spi-y might have been 
able to maintain his political power indefinitely, for he 
was an able public servant and effective politician. When 
he chose to challenge the church and Reed Smoot on the 
issue of prohibition, he lost, and in his downfall sealed 
the fate of the Federal Bunch as well, This loss in the 
elections of 1916 saw the end of effective control of Utah 
by the Republican party.1
The second man in the group known as the Federal 
Bunch was Edward H. Callister, A prominent citizen of 
Salt Lake City, he served on school boards, the city coun­
cil, and in the Utah State Legislature. He also served 
his party as state chairman and national committeeman.
For his service he was rewarded--following the elections 
of 1900— with the post of Internal Revenue Collector for 
Utah, Idaho, Wyoming and Montana. He held this position 
until 1913, when he was replaced in the change of adminis­
tration following the election of Woodrow Wilson in 1912.
In 1906 with other members of the Federal Bunch, he 
helped found the Intermountain Republican, a daily news­
paper which became the voice of the Republican party in 
Utah. Following his removal from the post of Internal
9$
1 Noble Warrum, Jr., Utah Since Statehood (4 vols.; 
Chicago: S. J. Clark Company, 1919)> I, 208.
Revenue Collector, Callister became manager of the news- 
paper until his dismissal following the 1916 defeat.
The principal representative of the Gentile commun­
ity in the Federal Bunch was George Sutherland. As a law­
yer he had earned the good will of the Mormons by defend­
ing many of them during their legal difficulties over poly­
gamy. Sutherland, too, was a loyal Republican and served 
his party well. He worked harmoniously with Smoot, prob­
ably because it was to their mutual advantage, and for 
different reasons than the other members of the Federal 
Bunch. Sutherland was the beneficiary of the Church’s 
policy of supporting friendly Gentiles for public office 
as a gesture to show the world that Mormons in Utah did 
not necessarily dominate politics to the exclusion of non- 
Mormons. Following a term in the House, Sutherland was 
chosen to succeed Thomas S. Kearns in the Senate in 1905.  ^
Sutherland also was deposed in 1916 in the wake of the 
Democratic sweep when he faced his first popular senator­
ial election.^
Regional balance to the Federal Bunch was added by 
Joseph Howell of Logan. Howell had a substantial follow­
ing in Cache County, most populous of the northern counties. 
A devout member of the Mormon Church, he was an efficient
^Callister, "Edward H. Callister," p. vi, vii.
3Snow, "The American Party,” p. 196.
4Reed Smoot Diaries, November 9 , 1916.
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politician and congressman— serving from 1903 until he 
also was removed from office in 1916.5
Edward C. Loose of Provo was a mine promoter and 
ooerator and the only "part-time" politician in the group. 
He was closely associated with Reed Smoot in a number of 
mining and business ventures, leaning heavily on Smoot as 
a banker and investor in his various enterprises. Loose 
could be called a "Jack-Mormon," born of Mormon parentage, 
and though nominally a member of the church he was not a 
follower of its teachings. His loyalty was to Smoot per­
sonally and to the Republican party. His most dubious 
claim to fame was when he bolted the regular party to back 
Theodore Roosevelt’s Bull Moose party in 1912. He soon 
returned to the Republican fold and, at Smoot’s urging, 
served again as national committeeman from Utah.6
The women of Utah were not neglected in the organi­
zation of the Federal Bunch. Easily dominating the politi­
cally active ladies of the period was Susa Young Gates. A 
daughter of Brigham Young, Mrs. Gates served many years as 
a national committewoman from Utah. Always active in loc­
al affairs, she commanded respectful attention when seeking 
support for her projects. Aggressive, imperious, and vocal, 
Mrs. Gates was a force to consider in any party council and
5Ibid., September 20, 1916.




7was consulted frequently by many members of the party.
James H. ("Fussy Jimmy") Anderson rounded out the 
roster of the "regular" members of the Federal Bunch. A 
cousin of Callister, Anderson held a number of party posi­
tions throughout his career, including state chairman. He 
wanted the office of United States Marshal but ran into 
an anti-Mormon Democratic administration and failed to 
land the appointment.0
These, then, were the principal members of the group 
known as the Federal Bunch and, as such, bore the brunt 
of the attacks on the Republican party, the Mormon Church, 
and, in some cases, the state of Utah. In actual fact, 
they were the nucleus of the most effective political 
organization Utah has seen.
When the Democratic party divided in a futile effort 
to elect a United States Senator in 1$99> they left a pol­
itical void which was immediately filled by Reed Smoot and 
Joseph F. Smith, who saw not only an opportunity to take 
control, but also the practical necessity of taking charge 
and establishing order in a chaotic situation. Smith’s 
predecessors in the church presidency, Woodruff and Snow, 
had been old men, concerned with the problems of their 
church, its welfare, and the establishment of "normal"
^Callister, "Edward H. Callister," p. 132 
gIbid., p. 110.
condition after the struggles concerning polygamy. While 
both were actively interested in politics, they generally 
avoided taking a direct hand in partisan affairs, prefer­
ring to let the people handle their own affairs without 
direct interference. Woodruff had attempted to minimize 
partisan political activity on the part of all the general 
authorities by requiring their acceptance of the Political 
Manifesto of 1896, This caused division among the people, 
resulting in the expulsion of Moses Thatcher from the Quor­
um of the Twelve Apostles of the church. President Snow's 
principal venture into partisan politics was in the direc­
ted election of Thomas Kearns to the Senate in 1901.9
So, it seemed logical that with the accession of a 
comparatively young (62) Joseph F. Smith to the presidency, 
a change could be expected. Such a change was immediately 
forthcoming. Early in 1902, when he approved the candid­
acy of Apostle Smoot for the United States Senate, it soon 
became apparent that Smith planned the advancement of the 
church through the agency of the Republican party in Utah. 
Although Smoot was the nominal head of the party, he took 
directions from Smith, who as Prophet, Seer, and Revelator 
began to make decisions regarding not only the church but 
political matters .as well11^ The men who did Smoot's bidding
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^"Governor's of Utah," p. 244.
^Shipps, "Mormons in Politics," p. 247.
did so with the knowledge that the president of the church 
had given his stamp of aporoval, and those who held politi­
cal office knew that they were serving "at the pleasure" of 
the president of the churcho
Smith carried his guidance of Republican politics to 
the Quorum of the Twelve Apostles with such matters as the 
recommendation for United States District Attorney, the 
management of the International Republican, the financing 
of election campaigns, and prospective appointees to the 
position of police chief in Salt Lake City, all were fre­
quently discussed in meetings of the quorum in the Salt 
Lake Temple,,
Governor Heber Wells, who completed his second term 
in 1904> hinted to President Smith that he would like a 
third term but received no encouragement, so his bid for 
re-election was rejected by the party. Smith had already 
decided on John C. Cutler as the next governor of Utah.
Over the objections of Smoot and others in the Federal 
Bunch, Cutler was nominated and elected. Quite naturally, 
Callister and Spry felt they should be givern preference, 
since they were actively engaged in the party’s work, and 
Cutler, while a devout Mormon and good Republican, had not 
actively participated in party affairs. Cutler, on the 
other hand, was the brother of Thomas R. Cutler, who was
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11Ibid
Vice-President and General Manager of the newly-formed Utah-
i 2Idaho Sugar Company and an intimate associate of' Smith. '
Cutler’s stewardship as governor threatened to break 
up the newly-formed Federal Bunch, when it became obvious 
that he had a mind of his own. Scrupulously honest and cap­
able, Cutler assumed that as governor he could make his 
own decisions and appointments. When he appointed his own 
men and some supporters of former Governor Wells to state 
posts, the Federal Bunch protested vehemently. It was un­
fair, they maintained, to expect them to do the work of 
actually building the party organization and then see the 
rewards being given to outsiders who, in their opinion, 
were undeserving. It was obvious, they asserted, that 
Cutler was forming m  alliance with the Wells’ forces and 
building his own machine at their e x p e n s e . ^
In May of 190$, Governor Cutler journeyed to Washing­
ton to seek Smoot’s approval for a second term. Apparently 
misunderstanding Smoot’s personal friendliness for an un­
spoken approval, he came back to Utah to announce his can­
didacy for re-election. But the Federal Bunch had other 
plans. Smoot was up for re-election that year, and he wasf-
V in need of all the support he could get. Senatoi Sutherlund
12Merrill, ’’Reed Smoot,” p. 225.
^William Spry, Letter to Reed Smoot, and Ed Callis­
ter Letter to Reed Smoot, Jan. 21, 1906, as quoted in Mer­
rill, ”Reed Smoot,” p. 231.
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was haying misgivings about the tight control of Utah poli­
tics by the Mormon Church--particularly Smoot’s dual role 
as Apostle-Senator— and was considering openly opposing 
him. (Cutler claimed the credit for dissuading Sutherlund 
from this course of action.) Smoot did what was necessary 
under the circumstances. In June he met with Spry, Callis­
ter and Loose— with Smith’s approval— and the four politi­
cians decided that Cutler was out and Spry was in as gover­
nor. Although Cutler could, and did, honestly point to a 
better vote-getting record than Spry, he accepted the deci­
sion because he had no alternative. He knew that Smith 
had made his decision, and he could not successfully seek 
the office in the face of the president’s opposition.1^
(He was later rewarded with the presidency of the Deseret 
Bank, owned by the church.)
In the 1908 general election William Spry was elected 
governor, Howell re-elected as Congressman, and the Repub­
lican-controlled state legislature re-elected Reed Smoot 
as Senator, strengthening the hold of the Federal Bunch on 
Utah politics. Having solidified their control of the 
most important offices of the state, they were able to 
concentrate on the most serious threat to their domination—
that of the American party. Opposition to such restrictive 
regulation by the church in the political field had now
1^John C. Cutler, Letter to Reed Smoot, November 30,
1908, in Governor's Letterbook.
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continued to increase, and some of the state’s Democrats,
without a unified party of their own, were giving support
to the American party as their only available means of 
1 5protest. '
The excesses of the American party provided the wea­
pon which ultimately destroyed it. When the Americans 
sanctioned the opening and operating of a stockade for regu­
lated vice in Salt Lake City early in 1910, they had al­
ready lost the support of honest citizens who, for all 
their distaste for the church’s dominance of politics, 
would not countenance open immorality.^ The Federal 
Bunch, having pursued a vigorous state-wide campaign in 
1910, had crushed the hopes of the Americans to expand and 
gain political control of the state. The Republican-run 
legislature passed a new city commission bill early in 1911, 
which by forcing all commission candidates to run on an at-
large basis broke the grip of the Americans on Salt Lake
17City in the 1911 municipal elections, '
By 1912, with no effective opposition to their domin­
ation of the state, the Federal Bunch began to show signs 
of disintegration. Criticism of each other became more 
open and bitter. Callister openly sought Smoot’s support
15Reed Smoot Diaries, January 8, 1909.
^ Intermountain Republican, October 14, 1908, p. 1.; 
Deseret News, October 15, 1908, p. 1.
^Reed Smoot Diaries, November 18, 1911; Intermount­
ain, November 8, 1911, p« 3*
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for the governorship, but Spry, who was too firmly en­
trenched, was re-elected in a trubulent year which saw the 
Republicans split nationally. Smoot and the Federal Bunch 
delivered Utah's votes to the regular (Taft) Republicans,
with only Loose of the group switching to the Roosevelt 
1 Ainsurgents.1°
In the following years the rifts in the Federal Bunch 
became readily manifest. All were loyal to Smoot, however, 
and in his first popular election in 1914, he was again 
elected to a third term in the Senate.Their success 
had evidently destroyed the unity which had carried them
to the top, and the issue of prohibition continued the
i
downward impetus of the Federal Bunch to its eventual demise.
Joseph F. Smith's tight control of the Twelve Apos­
tles having weakened, several of them openly began agitat­
ing for prohibition. Governor Spry vetoed the Wootoon Bill 
of 1915» which provided for state-wide prohibition.2*^ Re­
fusing to accept orders from Smith and Smoot, he fought 
against the inclusion of a prohibition plank in the party 
platform. This was a cardinal sin to the prohibition- 
minded party members, and after a divisive convention bat­
tle outsider (of the Federal Bunch) Nephi L. Morris was
1%erald-Reoublican, May 1$, 1912, p. 1.
^ Deseret News, November 5, 1914> p. 1.
2®Whitaker, Daily Journal, March 16, 1915.
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as the candidate for governor. SpryTs forces refused to 
make the nomintion unanimous as a gesture of party unity 
or to endorse Morris and campaign for a party slate.21
The election results were devastating to the Republi­
cans. The newly united Democrats, riding a national tide, 
elected Simon Bamberger as Utah's first Democratic governor 
in the year 1916.22 Preceding the Eighteenth Amendment by 
two years, Utah in 1917 enacted a stringent statewide pro­
hibition law. The election of 1916 presaged the dissolu­
tion of the Federal Bunch as Howell was defeated in the
primary election, and Sutherland in the general election
i
lost to Democrat William H. King.2  ^ As the Herald-Repub- 
lican had been steadily losing money, Callister was dis­
missed from his position as manager and the paper was 
s o l d . J a m e s  Clove, a minor member of the Bunch, was re-* A . * #
moved from his position as Postmaster of Provo and charged 
with embezzlement. Smoot had a difficult time getting the 
charges dimissed and forgotten by a hostile administration2  ^
Out of office, the break-up of the Federal Bunch was 
complete. Callister, Loose, Clove, and Howell retired from
21Reed Smoot Diaries, May 2, 1916.
22Salt Lake Tribune, November 11, 1916, p. 1. 
^ Herald-Republican, November 11, 1916, p. 1. 
2^Callister, "Edward H. Callister," p. 164.
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25Reed Smoot Diaries, April 14> 1917.
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politics. Spry ran for Congress in 1918, but lost decisive­
ly. After the return of the Republican party to power in 
1920, he was appointed Commissioner of the U. S. General 
Land Office, holding that office until his death in 1929<>2^
Sutherland, appointed by President Harding to the U. S.
27Supreme Court, served until his retirement in 1938.
The death of Joseph F„ Smith in 1918 brought to the 
presidency of the Mormon Church Heber J. Grant, who took 
little interest in partisan politics after his main goal, 
the enactment of prohibition, had been realized. Reed 
Smoot won re-election in 1920 and 1926, but was defeated 
in the Democratic landslide of 1932.
The Federal Bunch had served well, providing stable 
government during a most turbulent political era in Utah. 
With the demise of the American party, the effective end 
of plural marriage, and the re-establishment of the two- 
party system, Utah had become politically mature. The 
interests of her people could now be best served within 
that system without the domination of the church, and the 
way was open for political peace in Utah.
26Salt Lake Tribune, April 27, 1929, p. 2.
27Joel F. Paschal, Mr. Justice Sutherland: A Man 
Against the State (Princeton, New Jersey: Princeton 
University Press, 1951), p. 233»
28Deseret News, November 8, 1932, p. 1.
VIII. CONCLUSION
Utah during the period from 1902 to 1916 was dominat­
ed by the leadership of the Mormon Church in a manner quite 
different from that employed in earlier years, and the end 
of the period saw another complete change. Joseph F. Smith 
apparently preferred the direct approach, and met the prob­
lem of protecting the church’s interests by assuming direct 
control of day-to-day politics in Utah.
In earlier periods the lines had been clearly drawn. 
The Mormons had formed their own political party, and their 
opponents had united against them. As long as this con­
dition existed, there was constant conflict, and their 
enemies could claim that they were denied their rights by 
the dominant majority. By appealing to prejudice, the 
opposition had been able to enlist congressional aid as 
they fought to gain control of the state. As long as Utah 
remained a territory, there was to be no end to the conflict 
and no political peace in Utah.
In order to end the struggle for power and bring 
peace to Utah, both the Mormon People’s party and anti- 
Mormon Liberal party were dissolved so that Utahns, no 
longer divided politically on religious lines, could 
affiliate with the national parties. For a time it seemed
that with the realization of statehood and the end of 
prosecutions for polygamy, political peace had become a 
reality. However, it soon became evident that the Mormon 
majority would continue to dominate the political scene, 
and that party labels were only incidental.
The conditions which the anti-church minority feared 
became reality. If for no other reason than their numbers, 
political control rested with the Mormon majority, and 
that majority was susceptible to domination by the leaders 
of the church. In the early years of statehood, church 
leaders had carefully designated friendly Gentiles and had 
given them political preference in far greater numbers 
than their proportional voting strength would justify.
This was no solution, for Mormons objected that Gentiles 
were favored over faithful church members, while Gentiles 
resented being obligated for their preference.
Conflict was inevitable, and the Mormons uninten­
tionally provided an issue with which their opponents could 
camouflage their true intent, which was, of course, poli­
tical domination of the state. This issue was plural 
marriage, which had caused so much suffering and bitterness 
in earlier days. Many Mormons refusing to accept the 1890 
Manifesto continued to contract illegal marriages. These 
zealots were encouraged by at least part of the general 
authorities of the church, and those who did not actually 
encourage violation of the law did little to discourage the
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practice, since nearly all of them were continuing their 
own plural marriages in violation of the law.
Joseph F. Smith assumed the political leadership of 
his people as well as the power inherent in his religious 
position. By directing affairs of state through the 
Republican party, he became the most powerful man in Utah, 
a position he willingly sought. It was his failure to 
provide leadership in compliance with the laws against 
plural marriage which threatened the resumption of 
hostilities. His enemies possessed a potent issue which 
again threatened the right of the church to exist. The 
solemn promises in regard to abandonment of the proscrib­
ed marriage practice which had been pledged by the Mormons 
when they accepted presidential amnesty and statehood 
for Utah had been in many instances broken. The law had 
been violated to a substantial degree, and in a manner 
which indicated the possible existence of a conspiracy 
designed to bring back the active practice of this con­
troversial doctrine.
The part played by Joseph F. Smith in this resurg­
ence of plural marriage is difficult to delineate.
Whether he actively encouraged it, as was charged by 
his enemies, or whether he was simply reluctant to act 
against his fellow members is still an unresolved ques­
tion. That he had far more knowledge than he admitted 
is obvious. For a man with his intelligence, authority,
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and responsibility could hardly have been as unobservant 
and uninformed as he seemed when testifying under oath.
Smith ultimately had to choose between the accept­
ance of responsibility for the church’s failure to live 
up to its commitments or the continuance of political 
conflict. He could have continued to dominate politics 
by commanding the allegiance of his people, but he was 
saved from the resumption of wholesale reprisals against 
the church only by his final decision to enforce his own 
pronouncements against plural marriage. His acceptance 
of the responsibility for enforcement of the ban on poly­
gamy (late in 1910) disarmed his opponents. Only a few 
examples were needed to convince the people that the 
practice of plural marriage had in fact been discontinued 
by the church. People who had willingly defied the law 
now found that membership in the church and its fellow­
ship were worth more than the dubious benefits of the 
continuance of a proscribed doctrine.
Thus, in the decisive year of 1910, when the issue 
of plural marriage had been substantially removed from the 
political arena, the development of a bi-partisan system 
became feasible. Smith still dominated the Republicans 
through Reed Smoot and the Federal Bunch, but dissent was 
able to develop within the ranks which ultimately divided 
the party and allowed the Democrats to win in 1916. Smith, 
the astute politician, placed himself on the winning side
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thus preserving his image as the moral leader of all the 
people.Thereafter, he could point with pride to the enact­
ment of prohibition, which he and his hand-picked candid­
ate, Nephi Morris, had, along with the Democrats, promised 
the electorate. Governor William Spry was depicted as a 
turncoat, a man who had sold out to the brewers, when he 
was in fact one of the few who had been consistent in his 
approach to the problem.
Although political control of the state still rested 
with the Mormons after the defeat of the Republicans in 
1916, it was exercised indirectly and on a more sophisti­
cated plane as a new kind of moral leadership on public 
issues. Never since that time has a president of the
1
church publicly directed the nomination of a candidate 
for public office. A personal endorsement or an indica­
tion of his stand on an issue has usually been sufficient 
to influence voters and legislators in the desired path.
Political maturity and the decision to abide by the 
law instead of overpowering the opposition came hard to 
Utahns. Both the state and the nation benefited as that 
decision was finally accepted as necessary and inevitable 




ANTI-MORMON BILLS INTRODUCED IN THE UNITED STATES 
CONGRESS BETWEEN 1862 and 1890.
The following bills, aimed at "solving the Mormon prob­
lem" were introduced in the Congress of the United States 
Only the bills identified by asterisks * became law, but 
they often contained provisions of a previously pro­
posed bill or bills.
Date Sponsor Date Sponsor
1862 ^Morrill 1869 Blair
1866 Wade 1869 Merritt
1866 Cragin 1870 Cullom
1869 Cullom 1874 *Poland
1869 Cragin 1879 Willits (4 bills)
1869 Ashley 1880 Garland
1869 Logan 1882 ^Edmunds
1869 Frelinghuysen 1885 Hoar
1869 Voorhees 1887 *Edmunds-Tucker
1869 Wheeler 1890 Cullom-Strubble
Source:
Gustive Olaf Larson, Outline History of Utah and 




ANALYSIS OF THE RATIO OF MALES TO FEMALES 
IN THE DECENNIAL CENSUS OF UTAH,
FOR THE YEARS 1$50-1910.
Year Males Females Ratio Male 
________________________________ ^___________ Surplus
1 1850 6,046 5,334 53/47 12.5
21860 20,255 20,018 50.3/49.7 1 ,2
31870 44,121 42,665 50oS/49.2 3.2
4-1 880 70,509 60,454 55.2/44.8 23.0
51890 110,563 97,442 53.2/46.8 13 .6
61900 141,087 135,062 51/49 4.0
71910
Notes:
196,863 176,488 52,8/47.2 12.0
a. Percentage analysis (columns 4 and 5) have bee^ 
computed by the writer, rounded to the nearest tenth of a
b. Breakdown of the above figures in five-year age- 
groups show no significant variations from above ratios0
Sources:
1. U.So, Bureau of the Census, Seventh Census of the 
United States, 1850: Population, p. 993.
2. U.S., Bureau of the Census, Eighth Census of the 
United States, i860: Population, p. 593.
3. U.So, Bureau of the Census, Ninth Census of the 
United States, 1870? Population, p„ 617.
4. U.S0, Bureau of the Census, Tenth Census of the 
United States, 1880: Population, p. 27.
5. U.S., Bureau of the Census, Eleventh Census of the 
United States, 1890: Population, I, 471.
6. U.So, Bureau of the Census, Twelfth Census of the 
United States, 1900: Population, II, xcii, Table XXVIII.
7. U.S., Bureau of the Census, Thirteenth Census of 
the United States, 1910° Population" III, 878.
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APPENDIX C
THE POLITICAL MANIFESTO OF THE CHURCH 
(Dated April 6, 1896).
To the officers and members of the Church of Jesus 
Christ of Latter-day Saints:
We unanimously agree to, and promulgate as a rule, 
that should always be observed as a Church and by every 
leading official thereof, that before accepting any 
position, political or otherwise, which would interfere 
with the proper and complete discharge of his ecclesiasti­
cal duties, and before accepting a nomination or entering 
into engagements to perform new duties, said official 
should anoly to the proper authorities and learn from them 
whether he can, consistently with the obligations already 
entered into with the Church upon assuming his office, 
take upon himself the added duties and labors and respon­
sibilities of the new position. To maintain proper disci­
pline and order in the Church, we deem this absolutely 
necessary; and in asserting this rule, we do not consider 
that we are infringing in the least degree upon the indivi­
dual rights of the citizens.
We declare that in making these requirements of 
ourselves and our brethern in the ministry, we do not in 
,the least desire to dictate to them concerning their 
duties as American citizens, or to interfere with the 
affairs of the state; neither do we consider that in the 
remotest degree we are seeking the union of Church and 
State.
Note: The above statement of policy was accepted by all 
general authorities of the Church except Moses 
Thatcher, who was removed from the Quorum of the 
Twelve Apostles for refusing to do so, on Novem­
ber 9, 1&96.
Source: Minutes of the General Conference of the Church 
of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints, Deseret News , 
Weekly, April 11, 1898, pp. 95-98.
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